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s exving 5 Important Gateways 


Chicago - Council Bluffs (omaha) - Kansas City 

St. Joseph - Minnesota Transfer {fi P2u' .., 
Look at the map—see how advantageously Great 
Western can serve you—not only with splendid 
facilities, but with the highest standards of 
efficiency, speed and service. 


Your nearest Great Western representative is at 
your service. He has a wealth of information as 
to how you can use the facilities of this railroad 
to advantage. 


B. F. PARSONS, Traffic Manager 
309 West Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Illinois 
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FOR 
FAST 
SERVICE 


PFORIA-GATEWAY 


PEORIA &PEKIN 
UNION 
RY 


By direct connections 
P. & P. U. Ry. 


serves the nation’s markets 


Sources of supply and markets in thirty-one states are brought close together 
by direct railroad connections with the P. & P. U. Ry. at Peoria—the con- 
necting link. Actually, products moving to or from every state pass over 
P. & P. U. Ry. rails every day in the year. The fourteen trunklines meeting at 
Peoria directly serve the thirty-one states and with their connections all forty- 
eight. Many shippers have discovered that they can ship 


Via P. & P. U. Ry. 
and Peoria. Illinois 


to their advantage. This advantage is simply that freight moving across the country via Peoria gets 
to destination at the earliest possible moment. This is by virtue of the geographical location, careful 
planning, and the direction of every thought and effort on the part of P. & P. U. Ry. to quick and 
careful interchange. 








After all, early delivery is a potent sales argument today. 


Ship via 
P. & P. U. Ry. 


and Peoria, Illinois 
(The Gateway City) 


Write for further details to 
E. F. STOCK, Traffie Manager 


PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION RAILWAY COMPANY 


Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


Switching Service Between: 


Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. Co. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. IMlinois Central R. R. New York, Chicago & St. Louis R. R. 
Alton R. R. Chicago & Illinois Midland Ry. Iinois Terminal R. R. Co. Pennsylvania Railroad 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Inland Waterways Corporation Peoria Terminal Company 
Chicago & North Western Ry. nee Cin, * . aa Ry. Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R. 
eoria astern 
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/ 
On March 29th-31st the National Chemurgic Council f 
will meet in Jackson, Mississippi. Here, in the Capitol 
of an outstanding chemurgic state, leading scientists, 
industrialists and agriculturists will further develop 
the new inter-relation of farm, factory and laboratory. 
Jackson is one of the three largest cottonseed crushing 
centers in the world, has recently been selected as the 
site of a cottonseed oil refinery. A glass plant, a clay 
processing plant, a garment manufacturing plant, a 
wooden automobile parts factory, a hoe factory, a paper 
box factory, veneer mills, lumber and dimension mills, 
feed and fertilizer mills are some of the industries 
located in Jackson which utilize farm products or 
local natural resources. 
We welcome the members attending this council. 
Theirs is a vital contribution to both agricultural and 
industrial progress. 

L. A. TIBOR, Traffic Manager. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





TRANSPORTATION LEGISLATION 


T AT this time appears doubtful that Congress will 
enact legislation at the present session providing for 
equality of treatment for all agencies of transporta- 
tion so far as regulation is concerned. It is possible that 
the situation might be changed by a forthright appeal 
by the President in favor of equality of treatment and 
we think that, whatever the result might be, such an ap- 
peal should be made by him. It might change the trend 
which now is heading toward nothing. 

Whatever particular shippers and groups may say 
against regulation of water carriers, the government 
will not be honest in its relationship to carriers for hire 
until it applies to all equality of treatment so far as it 


is possible to do it. The contention that the railroads 
want regulation of the water lines so that charges for 
water transportation service will be increased and, thus, 
the rail lines may obtain some of the traffic on a com- 
petitive basis, should have no consideration in a deter- 
mination of what action should be taken to provide 
for equality of treatment. 

The federal government, so far as privately-owned 
inland river carriers are concerned, now provides them 
with a place to do business free of charge and permits 
them to charge on port-to-port traffic what they please. 
The argument that this should be permitted to continue 
because to do otherwise would not be in the public in- 
terest is fallacious—unless it is in the public interest— 
which it is not—to tie the hands of one agency and not 
those of another. The argument that port-to-port rates 
of water carriers on the inland rivers should not be reg- 
ulated because, if they were, water rates would inevi- 
tably rise, indicates a distrust of regulation by the fed- 
eral government that, if warranted, gives a “black eye” 
to all regulation. The idea is, as we get it, that, when 
there is regulation, the charges the public pays are 
greater than if there were no regulation. 

If the charges of the inland water carriers are now 
proving remunerative to those carriers and regulation 
were imposed, why would the regulatory body increase 
those charges? There might be a slight increase in 
the cost of doing business, due to the mechanics of 
regulation, but no substantial increase in rates would 
be warranted on that ground. The point is, it seems to 
us, that, if water transportation is making money now 
at the rates it is charging, it is going a little too far to 
say that the Commission, if it had the authority to do 
so, would increase the rates. 


It is alleged that the water rates would be raised 
by the Commission to provide more equal competi- 
tion with the railroads. We may be in error but we 
can not imagine the Commission doing that nor do 
we know what justification it could offer for such 
action. Certainly, it could not increase the rates of the 
water lines if they were satisfied and were making a 
profit and “got away” with it—even under regulation. 

The point has been made that rates of motor car- 
riers have been increased since the motor carrier law 
was enacted, and that the Commission has issued mini- 
mum rate orders “jacking up” rates. Our understand- 
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ing, however, is that the motor carriers, in many in- 
stances, said they had been losing money, as had the 
railroads, and that that was why they sought minimum 
rate orders. 


A carrier, to give regular, dependable, and efficient 
service, must earn a profit. That is like saying that 
two and two make four, but it seems necessary to say 
it in view of the arguments against regulation of port- 
to-port rates of inland carriers. Those carriers, not- 
withstanding the preferences now accorded them by the 
government, have to pay fuel and wage bills to operate 
and they must take in at least enough to pay those 
bills and provide for their equipment or they won’t op- 
erate. Now, if they are making enough to meet these 
expenses and also a profit, we do not see on what basis 
their rates would be increased if they were regulated, 
except as to the increase in cost of doing business re- 
sulting from the publishing and filing of tariffs, etc. 
These expenses are being met by the rail and highway 
carriers so that the water lines would be on common 
ground there if they also had to meet them, but we do 
not think the increase in expense would justify any 
substantial increase in rates. 


The opposition to regulation of inland water car- 
riers’ rates rests on what seems to us an unwarranted 
assumption—that the Commission, if it had the power 
to do so, would raise the water rates to the end that the 
railroads could obtain more business. 


We have been speaking of regulation. The pro- 
posal to impose tolls on the inland water carriers for 
the purpose of making them pay, at least in part, for 
the cost of providing the waterways on which they op- 
erate is another matter. The cost of operating a water 
line would, of course, be increased to the extent of the 
tolls imposed. This is a cost that should be borne by 
the carrier and, if it is necessary to raise rates to meet 
it, there is the proof that the carrier has been getting 
something for nothing. 


It is argued that the people have already paid for 
the waterways and that to impose tolls that would cause 
rates to be increased would be making them pay again. 
That is an interesting argument but there is no sound 
reasoning back of it. The people would gain by impo- 
sition of tolls on carriers on waterways improved at 
public expense. That part of the public that is not in- 
formed is being fooled by the assertions that inland 
waterway transportation is cheaper than it really is; 
the water rates paid to the carriers may be low but, 
of course, the public has paid something in addition by 
providing the waterways on which the carriers operate 
free of charge. The public generally would gain by im- 
position of tolls because it would, to the extent of the 
accruals from the tolls, be relieved of the expense of 
providing and maintaining the waterways. That part 
of the public obtaining low rates due to the cheapness 
of water transportation, because of the operation being 
on water and not on steel rails or concrete highways, 
would still have an advantage due to that cheapness 
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even if reasonable tolls were imposed, and yet it would 
be a party to an equitable arrangement. 


THREAT OF GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP 


(By Thomas F. Woodlock in the Wall Street Journal) 


Many years ago the present writer came to the conclusion 
that this country would be driven by an unintelligent and short- 
sightedly public opinion into complete public ownership and 
operation of its railroad transportation system, and that the 
very things that would bring about that result would make 
that result eminently unsatisfactory to everyone. He reached 
that conclusion, moreover, long before the semi-monopoly of 
rail transportation had been threatened by new competition 
from the highway or subsidized water competition. Sir William 
Acworth, the recognized British authority on rail transportation, 
disagreed with this conclusion. He said that we would go to 
the very edge of the cliff but would always turn back. That 
was at least twenty years ago—probably more. 

At the end of the war it looked as if Sir William was right. 
The railroads were then to all intents and purposes in the gov- 
ernment’s hands but we took them out. Then came the full 
impact of highway competition aggravated by relocation of in- 
dustry, subsidization of water competition, and finally an un- 
exampled industrial collapse. As a result, we have the “railroad 
problem” of today. 

Have these things had any effect in changing public opinion 
on the whole business? Is it any more intelligent or far-sighted 
than it was a generation ago? Has it any clearer concept of 
the nature of the problem as a whole, of its relations to the 
public welfare? Where are the signs of any such thing? Oh, 
yes; we have the motor act and the regulation of contract and 
common carrier trucks. We have had an elaborate and expen- 
sive inquiry into the signs of banker-financing of railroads. 
And we have several proposals for legislation, some in the 
form of bills actually introduced in Congress. Finally, we have 
had conferences galore on the most approved pattern, labor and 
capital represented and so forth. But the one thing we have 
not is real evidence of a real demand for action. And we have, 
on the other hand, direct evidence of pressure-group determina- 
tion to prevent action unless the group price is paid, the price 
being abandonment of the principle upon which the price of 
transportation is fixed for those who use it. 

The demand of southern legislators for equalization of 
freight rate levels as between Southeastern and Official terri- 
tory contravenes that principle in that it disregards the cost 
of transportation as a necessary factor in the price that is 
charged for it. If these representatives had alleged in support 
of their demand that the cost of transportation in the South- 
eastern District was no greater than in Official Territory, the 
argument would have at least been logically sound, although 
untrue. But, instead of this, they urged that the South needed 
the lower rates in order to grow as the North had done. If 
they had urged that to make inter-territorial rates on the 
“origin” level was an arbitrary thing in itself, and that these 
rates should reflect the respective distances traveled in the two 
rate districts, there would have been ground for a reasonable 
debate. But they did not; they demanded interterritorial rates 
on the “destination” level on the same grounds as those ad- 
vanced for general equalization—that is, no grounds at all. And 
because they doubt that they can get from Congress what they 
want, they announce their intention of stopping all rail legis- 
lation at this session. 

Put the two things together—this attitude and the mani- 
festly half-hearted disposition by Congress as a whole to a 
comprehensive attempt to tackle the rail problem in its vitals 
—and can one possibly deduce from the combination anything 
pointing to an informed, intelligent and interested public 
opinion? And without that, how can we hope to escape what 
will be surely the ultimate catastrophe, government ownership 
and operation? If we have neither the wit nor the will to con- 
duct our transportation by private ownership and operation un- 
der regulation what kind of job are we likely to make of public 
ownership and operation which will require a sharper wit and 
a stronger will? 

If this strikes the reader as unwarranted pessimism, this 
writer will be glad—and when he says glad, he means glad—to 
be shown wherein his apprehensions are unfounded, for there 
must be few in this country who dislike the thought of govern- 
ment ownership more than he does. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 
The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-100, cov- 
ering operating revenues and operating expenses of Class I 
steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, 
for January, 1939, and 1938. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Americans, in the pursuit of 
happiness, dote on dinners where the 
fountains of eloquence are supposed 
to play, pleasingly and in abundance. 
A recent occurrence in Washington 
and the effect thereof have suggested 


the desirability of a rewriting of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. 


The event was the picketing of the chief hotels because the 
managers, out of hand, would not accede to a proposal that the 
hotels be closed shop affairs. The effect of that was to cause 
newspaper correspondents “covering” the White House to call 
off a dinner at which the President was to have been the honor 
guest. Other public men would also have been guests. 


By calling off the dinner, the correspondents saved the Pres- 
ident from answering the question of whether he would or would 
not “crash” a picket line. They also saved other men inclined 
to view the public they are supposed to serve as composed of, 
in overwhelming majority, the political action unions. In view 
of that, a suggestion is that the immortal work of Jefferson be 
revised to read, in part, as follows: 


Revision of Declaration 
of Independence 
May Be Advisable 


CIO and AFL consenting, we hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable rights, that among these are life, liferty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. 


Some of the younger practitioners be- 
fore the Commission, as also the present 
generation of railroad and shipper traffic 
men who have been reading the flings that 
are being taken at the Commission, may 
be thinking that is something new. The 
fact is that, even before it received real power, in 1906, when 
Congress said it might prescribe rates for the future, respectably 
placed men threw barbs. For instance, in 1905, Judge Peter 
Grosscup, an occupant of the federal bench, observed: 


Harpooning the 
Commission Just 
an Old Custom 


My own judgment is that the Interstate Commerce Commission 

. has failed in its part of the administrative work of putting into 
execution the interstate commerce act ... I think it has deserted the 
inquisition, which is the Commission's part of the work, and has been 
trying to climb upon the tribune, which is another part of the work. 
I think it has put on the robes, when, perhaps, it ought to have put 
on the overalls. 


That javelin was quoted by Newcomb in “Federal Courts 
and the Orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission” in 1905 
and most recently in “Public Service Procedure—a Problem 
and a Suggestion,” by Ray A. Brown, published by the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania Law Review, December, 1938. Others have 
referred to the inclination, as indicated by the federal judge, an 
Ohioan, but they have not cited the case. The impression is that 
the judge said it in a Standard Oil case and that, in so doing, 
he was giving vent, perhaps, to an idea that the Commission was 
not being altogether fair to his fellow Ohioans—or possibly the 
other way about. 

Hearings were being held at that time on the various bills, 
chiefly the Esch and Townsend bills, that resulted in the so- 
called Hepburn act of 1906, though the work was largely that 
of the two members of the House mentioned and not of Chair- 
man Hepburn, of the House committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce. 





That Americans would be relieved of 
their worry about unemployment if they 
would only construct super-highways, 
seems to be the view of Walter A. Jones, 
chairman of the Pennsylvania Turnpike 
Commission. That body is employing be- 
tween 20,000 and 25,000 men constructing the super-highway 
between Harrisburg and Pittsburgh along the abandoned right 
of way of the South Penn Railroad. 

All these jobs and payrolls are being provided “without any 
cost to the state,” according to a declaration attributed to Mr. 
Jones and put into the Congressional Record by Senator Davis, 
of Pennsylvania. The cost is being defrayed from a loan of 


Utopia Within the 
Grasp of America 
by Road Building 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 583 


$35,000,000 the state received from the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation and a gift of $26,100,000 by the Public Works 
Administration. The state is going to issue bonds at 3.75 per 
cent as security for the RFC and get its money back from tolls. 

Tolls are to be paid by the users of the highway, according 
to the carefully laid plan of the turnpike commission. It’s go'ng 
to cost the private car user of that fine road $1.50 for the privi- 
lege of driving thereon from Harrisburg to Pittsburgh. Trucks 
are to pay $8—that is to say, about one dollar a ton for a truck 
carrying a 16,000-pound load, or about 5 cents a hundred pounds. 

That would be a large percentage out of an average rate 
for 162 miles, the length of the proposed turnpike. A difference 
of five cents a hundred pounds, it is believed, would cause the 
super-highway to be shunned by trucks as completely as if it 
were placarded every ten yards with yellow fever signs of 
warning. Even a Col. Mulberry Sellers, it is suspected, could 
not see “millions in it.” 





Now that another crisis in Eu- 
rope seems nearing, it is suspected 
that men who know even a little 
about any language other than Eng- 
lish are wondering what effect on an 
excited public will be produced by an 
idiotic instead of an ‘idiomatic translation of some really inno- 
cent word or expression. 

A not-so-careful reporter in Germany might send a story 
about a religious picture hung in humble homes in that country 
showing Jesus appearing, with outstretched hands, saying “Ich 
bin ’s,” as indicating that that country had gone wholly pagan 
and representing the Nazarene as a boastful one saying “I’m it” 
There would be no question about that being a translation, but 
what a translation! In full, the declaration would be “Ich bin 
es”—‘T am it.” 

But an idomatic translation, one giving the intent of Jesus 
in making the declaration, would be, “It is I,” to identify himself 
at his epiphany. But it would make a “good story,” to back up 
reports of a return to paganism, for one seeking to make a point 
rather than in telling something worth knowing. 


Every language, in the hands of not-too-careful or not well 
educated men, has idioms that can be translated so as to make 
the one speaking, in a normal and sane way, appear ridiculous. 

“Krieges herr” is an idiomatic expression that was turned 
against the exile at Doorn when he announced, as reported in 
English language newspapers, “I am your war lord.” Prof. W. 
D. Whitney, of Yale, in his dictionary, published long before the 
world war, gives as the first meaning of “krieges herr,” ‘“com- 
mander-in-chief.” 

In the Spanish-American war a “free lance” reporter ped- 
dled “news” stories around Washington that were outrageous 
distortions of the Spanish in which they were written or the 
incidents on which they were founded and “got away with them” 
because the correspondents here could read Spanish only lamely, 
if at all. And the heads of news bureaus had to buy the tales 
lest they be beaten on something worth while. But his market 
disappeared when American newspapers got contacts in Cuba 
that could be asked to verify the peddler’s stories or show they 
were baseless, in a few hours. The time handicap on news from 
Europe, however, is five or six hours, which is too great for 
prompt verification, denial, or checking on translations, even 
when there is nothing but the best of faith. 


Idiotic Instead of 
Idiomatic Translations 
of War News 


One article of commerce, bro- 
mine, in production runs counter to 
all the curves of production in the 
depression or recession periods. Its 
production, according to reports to 
the Bureau of Mines, has increased 
3000 per cent since 1923. It has gone up by leaps in every year 
since 1932. 

In the form of ethylene dibromine, it is used in making 
tetraethyl lead compounds for anti-knock motor fuels. Even in 
the last three years the production has practically doubled, 
though the use of gasoline in those three years has gone up only 
about 20 per cent. Facts about dibromine production also come 
from the report by the Commission in fourth section application 
No. 17364, dibromine and alcohol between Atlantic Coast points. 
It says: “Commercial operation of the dibromine plant at Kure’s 
Beach (near Wilmington, Del.) was begun in 1934 .. . the vol- 
ume of traffic . . . has ranged from 147,267 gallons of alcohol 
and 87,000 gallons of dibromine in the year ending June 30, 1934, 
to 818,855 gallons of alcohol and 1,343,000 gallons of dibromine 
in 1938; ultimately the movement of dibromine from Kure’s 
Beach to Carney Point, N. J., is expected to reach 22,000,000 
gallons; dibromine also moves from Kure’s Beach to North 
Baton Rouge, La.” 

The sea, however, is not the only source of bromine. Brine 


The Sea Aids the Motorist 
in Getting a Fuel 
That Will Not Knock 
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wells in California, Michigan, Ohio and West Virginia and im- 
ports are sources. 

The Commission’s decision in 
Ex Parte MC 4, on the phase con- 
cerning the safety of car-over-cab 
operations (elsewhere in this issue) 
serves to return attention to the 
question of conflicts between state 
and federal authority over the operation of interstate commerce 
motor vehicles over highways within the states in situations in 
which the question is the safety of operation. In this case the 
federal authority is in flat contradiction of the implication in a 
Pennsylvania statute that the operation of car-over-cab vehicles 
is not safe. 

The federal body found that such transportation was not 
unsafe. The case was created by the application of carriers 
using that sort of vehicle for the transportation of automobiles 
from factory to dealers, for a declaration on the question as to 
whether the operation was really unsafe. 

No one at the Commission has been advised as to what the 
petitioning carriers intend doing now that they have a decision 
from the federal authority that, so far as interstate commerce 
is concerned, that method of transportation is not unsafe. Oper- 
ators of vehicles of that pattern could make a test case by going 
into Pennsylvania from some other state, having the driver 
submit to arrest and the payment of a fine on the sentence of a 
Pennsylvania court, and then appealing to the federal courts. 

However, there are decisions of the federal courts indicating 
that, in a matter of safety, a state may make regulations such 
as pleases it without regard to the views of the federal body. 

The litigation thus far suggests that a time may come when 
Congress may be persuaded to enact a counterpart of the thir- 
teenth section authorizing the Commission to remove discrimi- 
nations against interstate commerce. In that way, it might be 
suggested, there could be a real test in the courts on the ques- 
tion.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended March 11 totaled 
591,691 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was a decrease of 7,000 cars or 1.2 per cent below 
the preceding week, 34,961 or 6.3 per cent above the corre- 
sponding week in 1938, and 152,808 or 20.5 per cent below the 
same week in 1937. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding week in 1938, except the Southwestern, which reported 
a decrease. All districts reported decreases compared with the 
corresponding week in 1937. 


Conflicts Between States 
and Nation on Motor 
Vehicle Safety Rules 


1939 1938 1937 
ee =, ee eee 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ........ {eveewe 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
Week ended March 4 .............. 598,691 552,892 730,329 
Week ended March 11 .............. 591,691 556,730 744,499 
SGN Bi. a. ckvaGk phase be ceebhe ke 5,790,234 5,521,875 6,952,734 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended March 
11 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,058 and 6,029; live 
stock, 908 and 1,016; coal, 25,262 and 24,919; coke, 2,091 and 1,812; for- 
est products, 1,544 and 1,860; ore, 570 and 581; merchandise, L. C. L., 
37,977 and 37,504; miscellaneous, 57,823 and 47,429; total, 1939, 132,233; 
1938, 121,150; 1937, 169,549. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,753 and 3,602; live 
stock, 693 and 834; coal, 29,180 and 27,422: coke, 2,579 and 2,002; forest 
products, 683 and 709; ore, 1,492 and 2,544; merchandise, L. C. L., 
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26,149 and 25,481; miscellaneous, 52,037 and 41,371; total, 1939, 116,566; 
1938, 103,965; 1937, 157,201. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 286 and 233; live 
stock, 68 and 54; coal, 29,672 and 26,327; coke, 522 and 304; forest 
products, 448 and 380; ore, 116 and 207; merchandise, L. C. L.. 5,579 and 
5,463; miscellaneous, 5,669 and 4,839; total, 1939, 42,360; 1938, 37,807; 
1937, 56,927. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,285 and 2,761; live 
stock, 859 and 875; coal, 14,849 and 12,142; coke, 371 and 316; forest 
products, 9,393 and 8,511; ore, 895 and 567; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,320 and 27,707; miscellaneous, 27,060 and 39,404; total, 1939, 94,032; 
1938, 92,283; 1937, 119,164. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,329 and 6,938; 
live stock, 2,213 and 2,410; coal, 6,878 and 5,106; coke, 1,146 and 492; 
forest products, 6,090 and 8,187; ore, 317 and 292; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 18,918 and 18,630; miscellaneous, 26,703 and 24,074; total, 1939, 
69,594; 1938, 66,129; 1937, 79,912. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,145 and 8,218; 
live stock, 4,366 and 4,697; coal, 9,297 and 7,055; coke, 167 and 126; 
forest products, 4,327 and 4,737; ore, 3,895 and 4,322; merchandise. 
L. C. L., 24,433 and 24,248; miscellaneous, 37,425 and 36,253; total, 
1939, 92,055; 1938, 89,656; 1937, 107,033. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,355 and 3,648; 
live stock, 1,068 and 1,068; coal, 3,176 and 2,303; coke, 90 and 75; for- 
est products, 3,442 and 3,229; ore, 274 and 209; merchandise, L. C. L., 
11,046 and 11,661; miscellaneous, 22,400 and 23,547; total, 1939, 44,851; 
1938, 45,740; 1937, 54,713. 


GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENTS 


Fewer persons lost their lives in accidents at highway- 
railroad grade crossings in 1938 than in any year since 1915, 
with the exception of one year—1933—according to the safety 
section of the Association of American Railroads. 


“Fatalities resulting from highway-railroad grade crossing 
accidents in 1938 totaled_1,517,” said the section. “This was a 
decrease of 358 compared with the number which took place in 
1937 and a decrease of 269 compared with 1936. In 1933 there 
were 1,511 fatalities. 

“The number of fatalities in 1938 was a reduction of 1,051 
compared with the peak year in 1928, when 2,568 persons lost 
their lives in such accidents. 

“The reduction in the number of fatalities took place despite 
an increase in the number of automobiles in operation over the 
highways of this country. For every person killed in a grade 
crossing accident in 1938, there were approximately 20,000 auto- 
mobiles registered, compared with 15,843 automobiles in 1937, 
and 6,137 in 1921. In 1933 there was one fatality for every 
15,780 automobiles registered. 


“Persons injured in highway-railroad grade crossing acci- 
dents in 1938 totaled 4,018, a decrease of 1,118 compared with 
the preceding year and a decrease of 912 persons compared with 
1936. The number of persons injured in 1938 was less than in 


~- A rsa year since 1916, with the exception of 1932 and 
33. 


“In 1938 there were 3,493 grade crossing accidents, a de- 
crease of 996 compared with 1937, and a decrease of 784 com- 
pared with 1936. 


“This reduction in the number of fatalities caused by grade 
crossing accidents has been due, at least in part, to the campaign 
which the railroads and various safety organizations have con- 
ducted to impress upon the public the necessity for exercising 
greater precaution in approaching and passing over highway- 
railroad grade crossings. This campaign has been especially in- 
tensive in recent years due to the increasing number of motor 
vehicles in operation. Had the ratio of fatalities caused by grade 
ckossing accidents to automobiles been the same in 1938 as in 
1921, the number of deaths in the past year would have been 
approximately 4,950 compared with 1,517, the actual number 
which did occur.” 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, March 11 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 31,211 10,175 118,314 
ee et ES nL cken buen teens | seas 31,429 10,954 105,274 
1937 28,387 11,487 166,486 
Preceding week ‘March 4......... 1939 32,344 9,637 129,129 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 12.4 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 mf 7.1 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 9.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 11.4 28.9 
1939 307,991 114,714 1,291,883 
Cumulative 10 weeks to Mar. 11 { 1938 340,868 125,092 1,151,036 
| 1937 291,689 124,231 1,579,230 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 12.2 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 9.6 8.3 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 5.6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 Rf 18.2 


Per cent to 15 year average, 77.4. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
6,966 25,927 7,559 152,422 239,117 591,691 
5,127 27,613 8,722 150,694 216,917 556,730 

11,844 38,662 10,128 169,817 307,688 744,499 
7,414 24,446 8,979 153,420 233,322 598,691 

35.9 | 10.2 6.3 

6.1 13.3 

41.2 32.9 25.4 10.2 22.3 20.5 

74,299 252,645 84,292 1,443,384 2,221,026 5,790,234 

60,026 261,935 72,445 1,450,040 2,060,433 5,521,875 

119,540 336,773 104,806 1,613,605 2,782,860 6,952,734 

23.8 16.4 7.8 4.9 
3.5 oS 

37.8 25.0 19.6 10.5 20.2 16.7 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





WALLBOARD IN THE SOUTH 


A FFIRMING findings in the prior report, the Commission, di- 
vision 3, in a report written by Commissioner Porter in I. 
and S. No. 4517, wallboard in southern territory, has ordered the 
railroads, not later than June 9, on one day’s notice, to revise 
their rates on wallboard for the removal of undue prejudice 
against New Orleans. The rates under suspension have been 
found not justified. 

In addition to affirming the prior finding of undue preju- 
dice, made in Wallboard Between Southern and Official Ter- 
ritories, 227 I. C. C. 235, the Commission found that an adjust- 
ment similar to that proposed in the tariffs under suspension, 
but in which rates from New Orleans (Marrero) should not 
exceed in any instance the highest of the respective rates from 
Greenville and Laurel, Miss., and Pensacola, Fla., to the same 
destinations had been justified; provided that the rates on wall 
board from Mobile, Ala., to points of destination located north 
and east of Mississippi should not be made higher, in cents a 
hundred pounds, than rates on that commodity from New Or- 
leans to the same points. Rates proposed were column 22.5, 
that is, 22.5 per cent of the first class rates. 

Railroads, in undertaking to comply with the order issued 
in connection with the former report, according to Commis- 
sioner Porter, insisted that rates only from New Orleans to 
Ohio River crossings and points north thereof needed to be 
made in relation to rates from Greenville, Laurel and Pensa- 
cola, which are other board producing points. Further, they 
claimed that as the formula for making rates to short haul 
points was impractical, in their opinion, they construed the 
findings as not applying to destinations within southern terri- 
tory. Accordingly, they proposed, by schedules dated to have 
become effective last August, for application between points in 
southern territory, rates the same, said the report, as those 
which were condemned in the prior report, except that the 10 
per cent Ex Parte 123 increase was added to all rates with the 
exception of some to Ohio River crossings and the Virginia 
cities. The reason for the revision, the report said, was the 
same with regard to the rates under consideration as those in 
the prior report, that is, the removal of fourth section de- 
partures. 

The railroads claimed that the proposed basis, while not 
satisfactory to any of the interested parties, represented a 
compromise to which the industry generally, except the Celotex 
Company, protestant herein, agreed after long negotiations. 
The protestant claimed that the proposed rates, made to re- 
move fourth section departures, would bring into existence new 
departures. 

Competition between wallboard and paperboard was 
brought into the case and the protestant, the report said, con- 
tended that a basis of rates on wallboard higher than on paper- 
board, was not warranted. Import rates on wallboards from 
many parts of the world were also cited in the case. 

The Commission said that under the proposal under con- 
sideration the rates from New Orleans would be increased to 
an even greater extent than those from the other, competing, 
points which would make the protestant’s situation more un- 
favorable than that which it condemned in the prior proceed- 
ing. It pointed out how differences to which it had directed at- 
tention could be avoided by establishing rates to points north 
and east of Mississippi no higher than those from New Orleans 
to the same points. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, in a supplemental report, 
the eighth, in Ex Parte MC 14, motor carrier rates in middle 
Atlantic states, embracing also I. and S. M-297, linoleum, etc., 
Salem, N. J., to Baltimore, Md., the latter on further hearing, 
has authorized, revisions in rates on various commodities be- 
tween territory A centering on New York and Philadelphia, 
Pa., on the north, and territory B centering on Baltimore, Md., 
and Washington, D. C., on the south. The changes were pro- 
posed by D. T. Waring, publishing agent of the carriers op- 
erating in that territory. The revised rates, the Commission 
said, might be published not earlier than April 10. 

The changes proposed in the Waring petition, the report 
said, were approved by a rate committee of the carriers com- 
posed of both members and nonmembers of the conference after 
hearings by the committee. The Commission said they were 


unopposed at its hearing. Among the commodities embraced in 
the Waring petition were bakery goods, old empty carboys, 
drums and bottles; bottle caps; azobenzene sludge, dessert prep- 
arations; belting leather for machine belts; milk or cream, sour 
cream and buttermilk in milk shipping cans; mayonnaise, 
sandwich spread and salad dressing; and tin cans. The pro- 
posal also covered a revision for the application of arbitrary 
charges in zones in the metropolitan area of New York City. 
The Commission approved the zone proposal. 

A proposal by William J. Marlatt, of Philadelphia, with 
respect to rates on sugar between Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
was denied. 


CAR-OVER-CAB OPERATIONS 


Saying that it felt it had not had the cooperation in this 
matter from Pennsylvania which it normally received from 
state bodies, the Commission, by division 5, in further hear- 
ing in Ex Parte MC 4, qualifications of employes and safety 
of operation and equipment of common and contract carriers 
by motor vehicle, has found not unsafe the use of motor 
vehicles in the transportation of automobiles which are so con- 
structed that all or part of one of the automobiles being trans- 
ported protrudes over the cab of the carrying vehicle. Com- 
missioner Lee noted a dissent. 

The conclusions which it had reached, the Commission 
said, were not in harmony with a provision of the laws of Penn- 
sylvania which prohibits the operation of vehicles of the type 
in question. The validity of that provision, it said, had been 
sustained by a decision of a judge of the Dauphin county court 
of Pennsylvania. It said that so far as it was informed the 
laws of no other state contained a similar prohibition. 

When this proceeding was instituted, the Commission said 
it specially notified the authorities of Pennsylvania to the end 
that they might have ample opportunity to take such part in 
the hearing as they deemed desirable. The report said that a 
representative of Pennsylvania appeared at the hearing but 
withdrew from the proceeding on the ground that the federal 
body was attempting to “pass the burden and expense of doing 
the investigation for the Commission upon the commonwealth,” 
meaning Pennsylvania. Later, the state representative asked 
that the evidence which was presented in the case before the 
Pennsylvania court be reviewed. He was told, said the report, 
that this evidence could not, as a matter of the law, be con- 
sidered unless it was presented in the federal proceeding, but 
that the Commission would, no doubt, be willing on request 
to reopen the latter for this purpose. No such request, the 
report said, was made. 


In all the circumstances, the Commission said it believed 
that it should issue its report in this investigation on the record 
before it without further delay. It said, however, that if it 
should appear that its present conclusions were justified the 
proceeding would be reopened at once for further hearing. 


FUSION-WELDED TANK CARS 


The Commission, by Commissioner McManamy, in a sup- 
plemental report in No. 3666, regulations for transportation 
of explosives and other dangerous articles, has authorized the 
General American Transportation Corporation to construct 
and use for experimental service in the transportation of caus- 
tic soda solution 30-car tanks fabricated by fusion-welding. 


S. C. SAND AND GRAVEL 


In a supplemental report, the eleventh, in No. 22109, rates 
on sand, gravel, crushed stone, etc., within South Carolina, the 
Commission has modified its original report, 177 I. C. C. 123, 
so as to permit the Atlantic Coast Line and the Charleston & 
Western Carolina to depart from the requirement that rates on 
intrastate traffic in South Carolina be maintained on the inter- 
state level, so they may meet truck and water competition. 
The rates they desire to establish, according to the report, are 
lower than the basis of intrastate rates maintained in South 
Carolina under state authority prior to the issuance of the thir- 
teenth section order. The report also modifies Rates on Chert, 
Clay, Sand and Gravel, 197 I. C. C. 215. 

The modification authorizes a truck competitive rate of 40 
cents a ton from Columbia to Bruner, Congaree and Eastover; 
a water competitive rate of 60 cents from Salkehatchie to 
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Charleston; and a water competitive rate of 95 cents from 
Beldoc to Charleston. 


EXHIBITION BOOTHS OR STALLS 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 28007, 
Joseph T. Griffin Co. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., find- 
ing not unreasonable the charges collected on one carload of 
exhibition booths or stalls, knocked down, from Louisville, Ky., 
to San Francisco, Calif., and on one carload of exhibition booths 
or stalls from San Francisco to Louisville. 

Dismissal of the case brought a dissent from Commissioner 
Porter, who observed that for transporting a carload of the 
booths or stalls from Louisville to San Francisco, and return, 
weighing approximately 40,000 pounds and worth about $1,200, 
the railroads collected freight charges of $2,627.09. Under ther 
tariff, he said, they should have collected $28.67 more. They 
said they were justified in exacting that large sum by the de- 
cision in Fern vs. Baltimore & Ohio, 159 I. C. C. 275, said 
Commissioner Porter. He said he disagreed. 

A fourth class rate of $3.225 was charged. He pointed 
out that that fourth class rate was 61.4 per cent of first class 
whereas fourth class in other parts of the country were smaller 
percentages of first class. Commissioner Porter said he would 
award reparation to a rate of $2.36 a hundred pounds or 45 per 
cent of the first class rate, and, he added, the only doubt he 
felt was whether that rate would not be too high. 


INTERMEDIATE RULE ON BUTTER 


The Commission, on reconsideration, in No. 27483, Great 
Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. vs. Alton et al., has modified, in part, 
findings in the prior report, 226 I. C. C. 398, that the rates 
charged or the rates defendants sought to collect on butter, in 
tubs and cases, carloads, from Marshfield, Carthage and Kan- 
sas City, Mo., and Wakeeney, Kan., stored in transit at Chi- 
cago, Ill., and reshipped to Atlanta, Ga., Charlotte, N. C., and 
Jacksonville, Fla., were applicable on inapplicable as indic- 
cated therein; and that the applicable rates were not shown 
to have been or to be unreasonable. Reparation has been 
awarded. 

The proceeding involved application of the so-called in- 
termediate rule. The Commission in this report affirmed the 
prior findings, except that on the Wakeeney portion of the rate 
to Chicago and beyond to Atlanta, it found that the rate of 
$1.65 charged was inapplicable; that the applicable rate was 
the Chicago combination carload rate of $2.68 and that the 
portion from Wakeeney was undercharged. 

Dissenting, Commissioner McManamy said the principle 
here involved was the same as that in the many proceedings 
that had been before the Commission involving application 
of the intermediate rule of which Union Underwear Co., Inc., 
vs. F. & C., 214 I. C. C. 695, relied on by the majority, was 
one. He said that in those cases the general principle had 
been well established that the intermediate rule applied over 
a circuitous route if the circuity was deemed to be not ex- 
cessive. Applying the principles of decision cited by him to the 
facts in this case, Commissioner McManamy said it seemed 
to him that, assuming compliance with all pertinent tariff re- 
quirements joint rates were. applicable via Chicago from Wa- 
keeney but not from any other origin points because the 
routes from the latter via Chicago were unduly circuitous 
and were illogical, impractical, and unnatural. Commissioner 
Lee noted a dissent. 


CENTRAL TERRITORY MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, in Ex Parte MC 21, Cen- 
tral Territory motor carrier rates, has modified its orders 
prescribing minimum rates so as to permit motor carriers on 
or before April 15, on one day’s notice, to bring their rates on 
beer and related articles for single-line application from Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee, Cleveland and Detroit to points in Illinois. 
Indiana, Michigan and Ohio for distances not in excess of 
400 miles down to the railroad basis. The rates on beer are 
to be made 274% per cent of first class, minimum 20,000 pounds. 
On empty returned containers, minimum 5,000 pounds, rates 
are authorized 22% per cent of first class rates. 

The Commission refused to make any change in its min- 
imum rate order on paper from Michigan producing points 
to Illinois destinations. 

Modifications of the minimum orders In Ex Parte 21, are 
not limited to beer and related beverages and their empty con- 
tainers. Such changes as have been permitted were made on 
designated petitions, about forty-five of them, on further hear- 
ing. The modifications are in the orders entered in 8 M. C. C. 
233 and 10 M. C. C. 67. Broadly speaking the modifications 
requested by motor carrier bureaus were granted. 

So minute were the proposals that the Commission did not 
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go exhaustively, the report said, into the reasons prompting 
approval or denial. It said the modifications approved were, 
for the most part, favored by the majority of the respondents 
now moving the traffic in question, and the earnings which the 
proposed rates, so approved would yield, appeared to be rea- 
sonably compensatory. In any instance in which such modifi- 
cations would result in conflicting rates, the report said, the 
lowest rates prescribed on the particular traffic should be 
taken as the prescribed minima. 

Petitioners had asserted, said the report, that proposed 
reductions in certain rates were necessary to meet the compe- 
tition of intrastate operators. The Commission said that it was 
unable to determine, from the record, the amount of the intra- 
state rates. Such representations, alone, it said, were insuffi- 
cient to warrant approval of the changes proposed. In other 
instances the report said, the only evidence in support of pro- 
posed modification was an allegation that the changes were 
necessary to meet the competition of other transportation agen- 
cies. Here, also, said the report mere allegations of that sort 
were insufficient to warrant a change in the previous findings. 

About one-fourth of the petitions for modification were 
filed by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., one 
of the organizations prominent in the move for the prescrip- 
tion of minimum rates on the railroad class rate level, and 
the Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau. The others were filed by 
individual carriers or shippers. The petitions were for the 
correction of errors, cancellations of duplicate or conflicting 
rates, the publication of commodity rates for carriers whose 
rates were not presented at the original hearings, and many 
changes for the purpose of placing petitioners’ rates on the 
same basis or on a level more comparable with rates of com- 
peting contract carriers and other transportation agencies. 

Some of the changes, the report said, were for the purpose 
of adjusting the various class rates to a basis obtained by 
increasing the first class rates, corresponding to the Ex Parte 
123 increases and applying the established percentages to ar- 
rive at the rates for other classes, instead of increasing all the 
individual rates 10 per cent. That method, the Commission 
said, would better preserve class percentage relationships and 
had its approval. It added that the respondents’ class rate 
tariffs should be changed accordingly. 

The Central States Motor Freight Bureau sought and ob- 
tained continuing authority to make changes in the prescribed 
minimum ratings contained in the National Motor Freight 
Classification. The modification permits respondents to make 
changes in the classification ratings without regard to the re- 
quirements of the minimum rate order heretofore entered in 
this case. A similar petition was granted, the report said. in 
the fourth supplemental report in Motor Carrier Rates in M‘d- 
dle Atlantic States, 4 M. C. C. 679, and no reason appeared 
why like action should not be taken here. 

The Commission in this report overruled a motion offered 
in behalf of Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc.. 
and Motor Express, Inc., that the order of Aug. 3, 1938. in 
this case, or any other order previously entered be modified 
to permit motor carriers to establish rates no lower than those 
of competing rail carriers applicable on the same traffic between 
the same points. The effect of that motion, the report said, 
would be an undue broadening of the issues which were re- 
stricted to the modifications specifically requested in the vari- 
ous petitions. 

Modification of the minimum rate order respecting beer, 
ale, etc., was sought by Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, 
Inc., and the Ancro Freight Lines, Inc. They also asked for 
the modification of the order respecting empty containers so 
as to bring them down to the railroad level. The present rat- 
ing on malt liquors is 32 per cent of first class. 

The Commission denied the petition of Cleveland, Columbus 
& Cincinnati Highway, Inc., for a 10 per cent reduction in 
the minima on alcoholic liquors, minimum weight 15,000 pounds 
and 20.000 pounds, from Lawrenceburg, Ind., to Canton, Cleve- 
land, Columbus, and Toledo. Ohio, and Detroit. and 8 cents 
lower to Cincinnati. Ohio. The Commission found that the evi- 
dence did not establish that the rates on alcoholic liquors were 
in excess of reasonable minima. 

The proposal with respect to paper and paper articles from 
nroducing points in Michigan, to Chicago and other points in 
Illinois, was to remove the 10 per cent increase which had been 
taken in those rates when rail rates were increased 10 per cent. 
The Commission said it was of the opinion the record did not 
warrant approval of the proposed rates as the prescribed r«tes 
appeared to be on a depressed basis. 


ROUTING OF COTTONSEED 


Tariffs whereby the Illinois Central and the Ya700 & Mis- 
sissippi Valley, its subsidiary, seek to assure themselves a long 
haul on transited cottonseed products have been found justified 
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by the Commission, division 4, in I. and S. No. 4515, routing 
cottonseed to Kansas and Missouri. Those carriers avowed 
their desire to preserve to themselves the long haul on products 
outbound from cottonseed mills which moved into the transit 
points on low cut-back rates, that is rates reduced for the 
inbound haul on condition that the product would move out 
over the rails of the carrier or carriers giving the cut-back 
rates. The tariffs were suspended on protests of the Southern 
Cotton Oil Co. and the Refuge Cotton Oil Co. 

The suspended tariffs said that the lower or cut-back rates 
would not apply on traffic reshipped to destinations in western 
and northwestern states via routes through Arkansas, Louisiana 
(west of the Mississippi) and Texas. The report said that it 
was the transit points in western trunk line territory, such as 
Kansas City, against which the respondents sought to protect 
their long hauls and which they insisted they had the right to 
do under the provisions of section 15(4). They contended that 
the plan proposed by them for limiting the application of the 
cut-back rates had in substance been approved in Concentration 
of Cotton at Points in Arkansas, 29 I. C. C. 106. 

The report pointed out that the short line routes to most 
points in western trunk line and northwestern territories 
“make” through Helena, Ark., but that the distances over the 
respondents’ routes through Cairo, Ill., and St. Louis were 
well within the circuity limitations prescribed in fourth section 
order No. 12177. The railroads said that as the routes under 
consideration were subject to the circuity limitations prescribed 
in the fourth section order mentioned transit operators at points 
west of the Mississippi sought to move cottonseed cake from 
mill points on their lines by the shortest routes in order to 
have the maxmium territory available for the subsequent re- 
shipment of the products at the lowest rates. That, the report 
said, often resulted in back hauls and wasteful transportation. 

The cut-back rates, that is the locals into the mill points, 
reduced in consideration of the products going out over the 
lines of the originating carrier, are lower than the rates the 
carriers reduced to meet truck competition and much below 
those established by the Commission in Cottonseed, its Prod- 
ucts, and related Articles, 180 I. C. C. 605. 


ROOFING FROM LOWELL, IND. 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 27774, Globe Roofing 
Products Co., Inc., vs. C. I. & L. et al., and cases joined with 
it, has found unreasonable the rates on prepared roofing from 
Lowell, Ind., to the extent they exceeded 34.5, 14, 14, 66.5, 14, 
44, 39.5, 14, 39.5, 16, 39.5, 26, 14, 16 and 16 cents to Beatrice, 
Neb., Benld, Ill., Carondelet Mo. Denver Colo. Edwardsville 
Ill., Emporia, Kan., Fairbury, Neb., Fairfield, Il., Grand Island, 
Neb., Hannibal, Mo., Hastings, Neb., Kansas City, Mo., Olney, 
Ill. Quincy, Ill., and Ursa, Ill., respectively. 

Rates on like traffic to Oklahoma City, Okla., and La- 
manda Park, Calif., were found not unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. Reparation has been awarded and the complain- 
ant has been told to comply with rule V of the Commissions 
rules of pratice. To the rates herein found reasonable for 
reparation purposes, the Commission said, there should be 
added the authorized emergency charges in effect when the 
shipments moved. 

The complainant, manufacturing prepared roofing at 
Lowell and Whiting, Ind., the report said, alleged that the 
rates charged on such roofing from Lowell to points in Illi- 
nois, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Oklahoma and 
California were unreasonable and unduly preferential of its 
competitors in the Chicago district. 

The report also embraces No. 27774, Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 
4, Same vs. Same; No. 27781 and Sub. Nos. 2, 5, 6, 7 and 8, 
Same vs. Same; No. 27785, Same vs. Same; and No. 27799, 
Same vs. Same. Complaints in No. 27781, Sub. Nos. 1, 3 4 and 
9, Same vs. Same, the report said, were withdrawn and dis- 
missal orders were entered by the Commission. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Power Shovel 


No. 28026, Peterson Construction Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. By division 4. Dismissed. Rate of 86 cents charged, 
one power shovel, loaded on two cars, Belen, N. M., to Angeles, 
Tex., shipped September 13, 1935, not shown to have been un- 
reasonable. Reparation based on a 50-cent rate was sought. 


Transit on Wheat 


No. 27887, Wabasha Roller Mill Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. 
By division 3. Dismissed. Transit charges on wheat, carloads, 
Minneapolis, Minn., and points west thereof when milled at 
Wabasha, Minn., and the products reshipped to points in Wis- 
consin and Michigan, not shown to have been or to be un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful. 
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COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC F-720, George Kimbel and N. F. Schilling, control, 
Arkansas-Louisiana Motor Freight, Inc., the Commission, by 
division 5, has approved and authorized acquisition by George 
Kimbel and N. F. Schilling, of control of Arkansas-Louisiana 
Motor Freight, Inc., of Monticello, Ark., by purchase of ma- 
jority capital stock. 

In MC F-431, Yellow Cab Transit Co., control, Bryan Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc.; A. J. Harrell, control, Yellow Cab Transit 
Co., the Commission, by division 5, has approved and authorized 
acquisition of control by Yellow Cab Transit Co., of Bryan 
Motor Freight Lines, Inc., and by A. J. Harrell, of Yellow Cab 
Transit Co., by purchase of capital stock. 

In MC F-340, Union Transfer Co., purchase, Risk Brothers 
Co. (Arthur Duffy, trustee), the Commission, by division 5, has 
dismissed the application of Union Transfer Co., of Omaha, 
Neb., for authority to purchase operating rights of Risk Brothers 
Co. The Commission said it found that, as Risk Brothers Co. 
(Arthur Duffy, trustee) had no lawful right to operate as a 
motor carrier in interstate or foreign commerce, the transaction 
was not a matter contemplated by section 213. 

In MC F-445, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase, 
White Lines Motor Freight Co., Inc., et al., the Commission, 
by division 5, has deferred for twenty days, to afford oppor- 
tunity for interested parties to make representations, entry of 
order approving and authorizing acquisition by the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific (Frank O. Lowden, James E. Gorman, 
and Joseph B. Fleming, trustees) from Rock Island Improve- 
ment Co. of control of the Rock Island Motor Transit Co., by 
purchase of a majority of capital stock of the latter, pursuant 
to condition imposed in prior report, 5 M. C. C. 451, which 
condition was that a holding company be eliminated. 

In MC F-762, Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., issuance of 
note, embracing also MC F-765, Same, issuance of note; and 
MC F-774, Same, issuance of note, the Commission, by division 
5, has authorized Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, 
Ore., to issue equipment mortgage notes aggregating $50,000 
to provide working capital; and a real-estate mortgage note for 
$26,000, to retire an outstanding mortgage debt and to provide 
working capital. 


In MC 50544, Texas & Pacific Motor Transport Co., com- 
mon carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has au- 
thorized continuance of operation as a common carrier of gen- 
eral commodities, over a specified route, between Monahans, 
Tex., and Lovington, N. M., subject to conditions. One of the 
conditions is that the service to be performed by applicant 
shall be limited to that, which is auxiliary to, or supplemental 
of, rail service of the Texas-New Mexico Railway Co. Another 
is that applicant shall not serve, or interchange traffic at, any 
point not a station on the rail line of the Texas-New Mexico. 
Still another is that all contractual arrangements between ap- 
plicant and Texas-New Mexico or the Texas & Pacific, shall be 
reported to the Commission and shall be subject to revision, 
if and as it finds it to be necessary in order that such arrange- 
ments shall be fair and equitable to the parties. Commissioner 
Rogers noted a dissent. 


In MC 29481, Salt Lake Transfer Co., common carrier ap- 
plication, embracing also MC 68857, Same, contract carrier 
application, the Commission by division 5, has authorized con- 
tinuance of operation as a common carrier of general commodi- 
ties, over irregular routes, between Salt Lake City, Utah, and 
Ogden, Utah, and Pocatello, Blackfoot, Idaho Falls and Boise, 
Ida.; machinery, boilers, pipe, building material, specified com- 
modities of unusual size or weight, and household goods be- 
tween points in Utah, on the one hand, and points in Utah and 
Idaho, those in Nevade east of McDermitt, including Winne- 
mucca, and points in Wyoming west of the continental divide, 
on the other; machinery, boilers, pipe, building materials and 
specified commodities of unusual size or weight between points 
in Utah and points in Arizona; and household goods, in truck 
loads, between points in Utah and those in Colorado and Mon- 
tana. The Commission has also authorized continuance of 
operation as a contract carrier for the United States govern- 
ment, over irregular routes, of such materials and supplies as 
are necessary to the maintenance and operation of C. C. C. 
camps between Fort Douglas and Salt Lake City, Utah, and 
points in Idaho, points in Wyoming west of the continental 
divide, and points in Nevada east of McDermitt, including 
Winnemucca. 


In MC 73832, Highway Merchandise Carriers, Inc., common 
carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has author- 
ized continuance of operations as a common carrier of gen- 
eral or special commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Missouri, Ohio and West Virginia, 
over regular and irregular routes. 

In MC F-749, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., lease, S. L. Echard 
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& Son, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has approved and 
authorized lease by Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., of Charlottes- 
ville, Va., of operating rights of S. L. Echard & Son, Inc., 
Staunton, Va. 

In MC 50447, J. W. Dresher Co., Inc., contract carrier ap- 
plication, the Commission, by division 5, has denied the appli- 
cation to operate as a contract carrier of paper and paper 
products from Three Rivers and White Pigeon, Mich., to points 
in Illinois and Indiana, and waste paper from those points to 
White Pigeon and Three Rivers, over irregular routes. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


Valuation docket No. 1217, Humble Pipe Line Co. Petition for re- 
hearing ard oral argument, denied. 

No. 27972, Yuma County Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al. Railroad Commission of the State of California 
permitted to intervene. 

No. 25473, Ohio-Kentucky Associated Industries vs. Alton et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 26735, Kansas City Southern Railway vs. L. & A. et al. Order 
entered November 2, 1936, reopening proceeding for further hearing, 
vacated and set aside. 

No. 27808, Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. G. C. & S. F. Com- 
plaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 27930, Sioux City Grain Exchange vs. A. V. I. et al. Com- 
plaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28016, J. L. Hammet Co. vs. B. & M. et al. Complaint dis- 
missed on request of complainant. 

No. 28119, Simonds-Shields-Lonsdale Grain Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28136, Coolerator Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. et al. Proceed- 
ing dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28142, Western Pennsylvania Refiner’s Traffic Association et 
al. vs Alton et al. Complaint dismissed on request of complainants. 

MC 9881, Myers Trucking Co., as successor to Richard Myers, con- 
tract carrier application. Recommended order, which was served Au- 
gust 27, 1937, and which became effective as order of Commission on 
September 23, 1937, vacated and set aside in so far as it relates to 
this matter. Application dismissed on request of applicant for can- 
cellation of any authority issued to applicant to operate in interstate 
or foreign commerce by motor vehicle. 

MC 46816, American Carrier Corporation, common carrier applica- 
tion. Order of January 9, to extent it denied authority to transport 
paper and paper products from Pittston, Pa., to Newark, N. J., set 
aside pending determination of applicant’s petition for reconsideration. 

MC 75495 and Sub. No. 1, Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas Railway 
Co.; and MC 88370, Landa Motor Lines. Joint board No. 32 having been 
and being unable to agree on matter and more than 45 days having 
elapsed since matter was duly submitted to and heard by it, authority 
to recommend an appropriate order and make a report in this matter, 
conferred on the joint board, terminated as of February 24. Matter 
referred to Examiner Leo Cunningham for such further action and 
proceedings as may be appropriate and proper in premises. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Order hereto- 
fore entered on Apr 5, 1927, as since amended, further amended by 
eliminating from requirements thereof, and from the proceedings, the 
following commodities, in carloads: (1) Wood plastering fibre; and 
(2) fatty acids of vegetable, fish or sea animal oils, N. O. I. B. N. in 
consolidated classification, inedible, liquid, not solidified. 

No. 28173, Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of North Da- 
kota vs. Alton et al. Peoria Board of Trade permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 11915, Erie reorganization. Central Hanover Bank 
and Trust Co., as trustee under the first mortgage of Chicago & Erie, 
dated August 21, 1890, Central Hanover Bank and Trust Co., as trus- 
tee under the first mortgage of Cleveland & Mohoning Valley, dated 
July 1, 1937, and Manufacturers Trust Co. as trustee under mortgages 
dated May 15, 1882, of New York, Lake Erie & Western Coal and 
Railroad Co., permitted to intervene. 

MC C-110, Highway Motor Freight Lines, Inc., vs. A C E Trans- 
portation Co. et al. Richmond-Petersburg Freight Lines, Inc., dis- 
missed as party defendant hereto. 

No. 14880 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Order hereto- 
fore entered on December 3, 1935, as since amended, prescribing ocean- 
rail, rail-ocean and rail-ocean-rail rates further amended so that so 
far as the same pertains to such rates on articles, in carloads, produced 
or manufactured in the southwest or in Texas or Oklahoma differential 
territory, as severally defined in the proceedings, and shipped out- 
bound therefrom, it shall become effective on October 20, instead of 
April 20, as at present provided. 

No. 28192, American Bemberg Corporation vs. B. & O. et al., and 
a subnumber, Same vs. C. C. & O. et al. Seaboard Air Line permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Brooklyn Cham- 
ber of Commerce, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC 89177, William Ray Maxwell, common carrier application. Pe- 
tition for oral argument filed by protesting railroads, denied. 

MC 93463, Eugene Bly, common carrier application. Recommended 
order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

Finance No. 10992, New York, New Haven & Hartford reorganiza- 
tion. Mutual Savings Bank Group Committee on New Haven Railroad 
bonds asks that Commission postpone the public hearing on the prin- 
cipal debtor’s amended plan of reorganization and on any other 
amended plan to June 12, and that the time within which modifications 
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to the principal debtor’s amended plan and amended plans for re- 
organization of Old Colony may be filed, be extended to May 31. 

Finance No. 11559, Old Colony et al. trustees proposed abandon- 
ment. Special commission to investigate operation of railroads in 
Massachusetts by New York, New Haven & Hartford and its subsidiary 
companies asks that Commission grant further extension of sixty days 
before effective date of its recent decision permitting abandonment 
of Greenbush-Kingston segment. 

Finance No. 11483, Portland & Rumford Falls Railroad notes. Ap- 
plicant asks that Commission, after appropriate proceedings, modify 
order dated February 3, 1937, by limiting the amount of notes thereby 
authorized to $100,000, the amount actually issued. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. United 
States Gypsum Co. asks modification of order of August 3, 1938, and 
outstanding supplemental orders to any extent that may be necessary, 
and to prescribe rates set forth in an appendix to the petition, as 
minima for application on building and roofing materials, as referred 
to therein, from Jersey City, N. J., to indicated destinations. 

MC-F 812, Leonard J. Russell, dba Russell Transportation Co., 
purchase, F. C. Calhoun. Leonard J. Russell, dba Russell, dba Russell 
Transportation Co., asks permission to operate under interstate au- 
thority of F. C. Calhoun between Torrington, Wyo., and Scottsbluff, 
Neb., and return serving intermediate points, pending final order in 
application. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Philip F. 
Hardick, dba American Trucking Co., asks modification of presently 
outstanding orders in so far as said orders prescribe minimum rates 
on building paper, bogus paper and newsboard from Holyoke, Mass., 
to Brooklyn, N. Y., Long Island City, N. Y., and New York, N. Y. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. George 
Haarala, Eino Haarala and Walter Haarala, dba Haarala Trucking 
Co., ask modification of presently outstanding orders in so far as said 
orders prescribe minimum rates on corrugated fibreboard boxes, 
knocked down flat or folded flat from New York, N. Y., to points in 
Massachusetts. 

Ex Parte MC 14, motor carrier rates in middle Atlantic states. 
D. T. Waring, agent, asks modification of order for the purpose of 
allowing immediate publication of rates, ratings, or provisions in con- 
nection with asphalt composition, impregnated fibre or rubber; yeast, 
compressed; structural steel, namely, beams, channels, braces, brackets 
and angles; peanuts, salted; building material, paving or roofing; 
cotton goods, namely, sheets, pillow cases, bedspreads, towels, in boxes, 
bales, or rolls; meat, frozen, in bulk in barrels; airplane motors 
(engines); bottle caps, metal, with or without cork or paper lining; 
wire; cotton piece goods, finished, namely, cloth, cotton book cover 
(book binder cloth), plain or embossed, but not finished in imitation 
leather, in original piece, in boxes, bales, or rolls; and buffing or 
polishing compounds, N. O. I., including boat, floor, furniture, lin- 
oleum, or vehicle polish or wax. 

No. 22585, Kaw Valley Potato Growers & Shippers Traffic Associa- 
tion vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Defendants ask that order be modified 
so as to permit them to publish rates from the origin territory therein 
defined to the destinations in official classification territory on cabbage, 
onions and turnips in straight or mixed carloads on the basis of 35 
per cent of the first class rates which were prescribed by the Com- 
mission in Western Trunk Line Class Rates, 204 I. C. C. 594. 

No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, 
etc., within the state of South Carolina. Southern Railway Co. asks 
that orders of July 14, 1931, and November 7, 1933, be amended to 
permit establishment of rate of 50 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds from 
Blair to Newberry, S. C. 

MC-F 728, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., purchase, Gibbs 
Bus Line, Inc. Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., protestant, asks reference 
to an examiner, reopening and rehearing. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Berkshire- 
New York Overnight Express, Inc., asks Commission to postpone effec- 
tive date of order dated February 8 in so far as it prescribes minimum 
rates on paints and paint materials as described, shown as Item No. 
42 on pages 26 and 27 thereof, and that petition filed by Eastern Motor 
Freight Conference, Inc., under date of November 18, 1938, identified 
as E.M.F.C. Petition No. 20, be set for formal hearing. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Seaboard 
Freight Lines, Inc., asks that order entered Aug. 3, 1938, as modified, 
be further modified to permit establishment of rates on petroleum 
and petroleum products as outlined in the petition. 

No. 27559, Morehead Cotton Mills Co., vs. C. & O. et al. Defend- 
ants ask that case be reopened and considered by the entire Commis- 
sion, and that effective date of order be postponed. Defendants also 
ask that order herein entered be set aside, and that Commission find 
that the complaint should be dismissed and enter an order accord- 
ingly. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. New Eng- 
land Motor Rate Conference asks further modification of order of 
August 3, 1938. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Pioneer 
Motor Service, Inc., asks modification of minimum rate and for estab- 
lishment of additional rates on lower volume minimum, and for pro- 
vision for a split delivery service at Chicago, Ill., to apply on move- 
ments of fresh meat and packing house products from Davenport, Ia., 
to Chicago, Ill. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks amendment of order. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 
Report and order in F. D. No. 12330, Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt 
Line Railroad Co. notes, granting authority to issue at par a prom- 
issory note or notes in the aggregate face amount of not exceeding 
$700,000, the proceeds to be applied to the payment at maturity, on 
April 1, 1939, of a like amount of promissory notes, approved. 


March 18, 1939 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Watermelons 


No. 28081, American Fruit Growers, Inc., et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al. By Examiner F. C. Weems. Dismissal proposed. Rates, 
watermelons, carloads, Billet, Carmi, Epworth, Maunie, and 
Simpson, IIl., to destinations in New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia, proposed to be found to have not been shown 
to have been, or to be unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


Brick and Related Articles 


Fourth section application No. 17225, brick from Virginia 
to Florida. By Examiner Elza Job. Recommends that car- 
riers, other than Tennessee Central, parties to Pope’s I. C. C. 
No. 1672, as amended, be authorized to establish and maintain 
rates on brick and related articles, including common brick, 
from Buena Vista, Glasgow, and Locher, Va., to points in Flor- 
ida, the same as those contemporaneously in effect over the 
direct route from and to the same points, but not lower than 
rates constructed on the basis prescribed in Dann-Gerow Co. 
vs. Alabama Great Southern, 161 I. C. C. 673, plus the increases 
authorized by the Commission on March 8, 1938, without ob- 
serving the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. The relief 
is subject to the proviso that the rates from and to higher- 
rated intermediate points shall not exceed rates constructed on 
the basis prescribed in the Dann-Gerow Co. case, supra, plus 
the authorized increases, and shall not exceed the lowest com- 
bination of rates subject to the interstate commerce act. The 
relief is subject to 3344 and 50 per cent circuity limitations, 
except that where the distance over the short line or route 
exceeds 1,000 miles and the distance over the longer line or 
route does not exceed 1,500 miles, relief will apply to such 
longer line or route even though it is more than 33% per cent 
circuitous. Temporary relief was authorized by fourth section 
order No. 13132. 


MOTOR BOOT OR SHOE RATES 


In a report proposed by Examiner L. A. Riegel, in I. and 
S. M-531, boots or shoes between Maryland and Massachusetts, 
over Garford Trucking, embracing also MC C-100, boots or 
shoes between Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass., he rec- 
ommends that the Commission find unlawful a proposed re- 
duced commodity rate on boots or shoes, any quantity, be- 
tween Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass., to the extent that 
such rates include pick-up service at Boston. The examiner 
said that the findings should be without prejudice to the filing 
of new schedules, not including pick-up service. 

In MC C-100, instituted by the Commission on its own 
motion, Examiner Riegel said the Commission should find 
that the rate, rules and regulations were, and for the future 
would be unreasonable and unlawful to the extent that the 
rate included pick-up service at Boston. 


The suspended rate, 72 cents, was published by Garford 
Trucking, Inc., of South River, N. J. The examiner said it 
did not appear that the rate of 72 cents, excluding pick-up 
service at Boston was not compensatory. He said the cost of 
this pick-up service had been shown to be 15 cents. Hence, he 
said, if the pick-up service were generally inaugurated on the 
present basis the rate actually accruing to the line-haul carrier 
would be 10 cents under the present water rate instead of 5 
cents over that rate. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘“‘black face’’ type.) 


Washington—MC 93503, Sub. No. 1, Orvel Tuggle, common 
carrier application, extension—White Salmon, Wash. Joint 
board 45. Served March 10. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities in seasonal operation between Portland, 
Ore., and White Salmon, Wash. Exceptions, if- any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 89761, E. W. Moen and D. S. Leick, dba 
Moen-Leick Industries, common carrier application. Joint board 
45. Served March 10. Dismissal of application proposed at 
request of applicant. Bulk petroleum and bulk petroleum prod- 
ucts between Umatilla, Ore., and points in Washington, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Delaware—MC 89577, George E. Eichholz, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served March 10. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Farm products, sea 
food, shell fish, coal, and canned goods, between points in Dela- 
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ware, Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, New York, North 
Carolina, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, 
Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, and the District of Columbia. 

Washington—MC 89535, W. W. Boyce, dba Ace Cartage 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 80. Served March 
10. Certificate recommended. General commodities between 
points in Washington within the corporate limits of Seattle and 
a radius of 3 miles thereof, over irregular routes. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

South Carolina—MC 89510, William Claud Floyd, contract 
carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served March 
10. Permit recommended. Specified commodities, in truckload 
lots, between points in South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, 
Virginia and Tennessee, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 89399, Alexander Lugano, dba Freight 
Service, common carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. 
Served March 10. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
General commodities between points in New Jersey, in Nassau 
and Suffolk counties, New York, and New York City, N. Y. 

lowa—MC 83076, Jack Cline, dba Cline Transportation, 
common carrier application. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served 
March 10. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Iowa, Illinois, Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, Nebraska, Missouri, and Kansas. 

Massachusetts—MC 72225, Lennerton Motor Transporta- 
tion, Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 22. Served 
March 10. Denial of certificate proposed. Sherman H. Bowles, 
dba Lennerton Motor Transportation, successor in interest to 
applicant, general commodities, with exceptions, over regular 
+5 gira routes in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New 

ork. 

Vermont—MC 61486, Milton J. Aabarsky and Harry D. 
Zabarsky, dba St. Johnsbury Trucking Co., common carrier 
application, embracing also MC 61487, Same, contract carrier 
application. Examiner H. P. Boss. Served March 10. Certificate 
proposed on finding all of applicants’ operations to be those 
of a common carrier. Continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, over specified routes in Maine, Mas- 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont, serving all inter- 
mediate points and certain off-route points; and household 
goods between points in a specified portion of Vermont, on the 
one hand, and points in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New York, and Rhode Island, on the other, over ir- 


regular routes. Denial of application in MC 61487 recom- 
mended. 


Massachusetts—MC 72224, Lennerton Motor Transporta- 
tion, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. 
Served March 10. On further hearing, denial of certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between points 


in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey and 
Rhode Island, over irregular routes. 


North Carolina—MC 61623, Sub. No. 1, Gate City Trans- 
port Co., Inc., extension of operations—South Carolina points. 
Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served March 10. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Automobiles, trucks, and chassis (new and 
used), between points in North Carolina, South Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, and Ohio, and in Wayne county, Mich., 
over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 94578, Alfred Shriner, dba Al Shriner, 
common carrier application. Joint board 81. Served March 10. 
Certificate recommended. Christmas trees over irregular routes 
between points in King, Pierce, Thurston, Mason and Kitsap 
counties, Wash.; and lumber, doors, millwork, and machinery 
within the city of Tacoma, Wash. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 


Indiana—MC 61113, Sub. No. 1, Otto K. Lamb, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 1. Served March 10. Permit 
proposed. Oil and grease (in containers) and empty containers, 
between Lawrenceville, Ill., on the one hand, and specified 
points in Indiana and Kentucky, on the other. 


Ilinois—MC 60815, Railway’s Forwarding Corporation, 
common carrier application. Examiner I. Freidson. Served 
March 10. Denial of application proposed on finding applicant’s 
operations to be neither common nor contract. Applicant sought 
a certificate or permit to transport general commodities, with 
exceptions, between points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania and Tennessee over irregular routes. 


New York—MC 50923, Fred Monsees, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 159. Served March 10. Permit pro- 
posed. Rock wool insulation, in shipments for which the mini- 
mum charges shall be based on not less than 14,000 pounds, 
between Newark, N. J.,.on the one hand, and points in New 
York, except New York City, within ten miles of either side of 
the Hudson River as far north as and including Albany, N. Y., 
Middletown, White Plains, Brewster, and Jamaica, L. I., N. Y., 
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and Greenwich, Stamford, Bethel, Kent, Watertown, and New 
Haven, Conn., on the other, over irregular routes. 

INinois—MC 48602, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Co., common carrier application. Examiner C. E. Sim- 
mons. Served March 10. Certificate proposed on finding appli- 
cant’s operations to be those of a common carrier. Continuance 
of operations, general commodities, between Kansas City, Mo., 
and St. Joseph, Mo., over a regular route. 

South Dakota—MC 42500, J. W. Crabb, dba Ace Motor 
Cargo, common carrier application, embracing also MC 86735, 
Same, contract carrier application. Examiner C. J. Peterson. 
Served March 10. Certificate recommended. Applicant, suc- 
cessor in interest to Wilson Storage & Transfer Co., household 
goods and office and store fixtures between points in South 
Dakota, on the one hand, and points in Kansas, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, Minnesota, North Dakota, Michigan, Missouri, Wyoming, 
Wisconsin, Colorado, and Illinois, on the other, over irregular 
routes; also commodities usually dealt in by a wholesale grocery 
company, between Rapid City, S. D., and certain other points 
in South Dakota. 

Pennsylvania—MC 34526, Sub. No. 1, Nick Prelosky, Manor 
extension of operations. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served 
March 10. Certificate proposed. Insulating varnish, Manor, 
Pa., to Pittsburgh, Pa., over a regular route, and to points in 
Illinois, Indiana, Maryland, Michigan, New York, New Jersey, 
Ohio, and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Connecticut—MC 30262, Sub. No. 2, Edward Onofrio and 
Samuel Onofrio, dba E. & S. Trucking Co., extension of opera- 
tions (Yonkers to New Haven). Examiner L. W. Cunningham. 
Served March 10. Certificate recommended. Piece goods and 
materials, cut and uncut, used in the manufacture of women’s 
and children’s dresses, suits, skirts and blouses, from Yonkers, 
N. Y., to New Haven, Conn., over a regular specified route. 

Nebraska—MC 29485, Sub. No. 1, Henry B. Rossmiller, 
dba Rossmiller Oil Co., extension of operations. Joint board 
56. Served March 10. Permit recommended. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, from refining and distributing points in Kansas to 
Western and Walthill, Neb., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 22535, William L. Mead, contract car- 
rier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension 
of operations. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served March 10. 
Permit recommended. Continuance of operation, petroleum 
products, in bulk, between Bradford, Pa., on the one hand, and 
points in centre! and western New York, on the other, over 
irregular routes; also petroleum products, in bulk, between 
points in McKean County, Pa., on the one hand, and points 
in central and western New York, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

New Jersey—MC 17391, Adolph Solimine, common or con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served 
March 10. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, the District of 
Columbia, Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, over 
irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 9269, Sub. No. 1, S. S. Eland and O. E. 
Stewart, copartners, dba Eland and Stewart, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 169. Served March 10. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Petroleum products in packages between Seattle 
and Spokane, Wash., for movement beyond into Idaho, over a 
regular route. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty- 
five days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 6485, Sub. No. 1, City Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., extension of operations—California. Joint board 5. 
Served March 10. On further hearing certificate recommended. 
Household goods between Seattle, Wash., on the one hand, and 
points in California, on the other. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 


Massachusetts—MC 61019, Fish Transport Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, com- 
mon carrier application, New Bedford-Providence-Province- 
town extension. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served March 10. 
Certificate recommended on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Continuance of operation, beer 
from Newark, N. J., to Brockton, Mass., and empty cases and 
containers on return trips, fish, including shell fish, fresh, 
frozen, and salted, from New Bedford, Mass., to New York, 
N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., and empty containers on return 
trips, and cranberries from certain points in Massachusetts to 
Philadelphia, Pa., including certain intermediate points and 
off-route points, over regular and irregular routes; also fish, 
including shell fish, fresh, frozen, and salted, from Province- 
town, Mass., to New Bedford, Mass., and Providence, R. L., 
over specified routes. 
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Kentucky—MC 33512, Huey Motor Express, successor in 
interest to Walter Ryle Huey, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 37. Served March 10. On further hearing, cer- 
tificate recommended. Continuance of operation, general com- 
modities and live stock from points in Ohio on and west of U. S. 
highway 62 and on and south of U. S. highway 40 to points in 
Boone, Campbell and Kenton counties, Ky., over irregular 
routes. 

Ohio—MC 93692, R. W. Blain, C. F. Walker and Frank 
Hunkler, co-partners, dba Blain’s Drive-A-Way System, com- 
mon carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, ex- 
tension of operations. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served March 
10. Denial of certificate proposed in MC 93692 for authority 
to transport new automobiles between points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and the District of Columbia. De- 
nial of certificate also proposed in MC 93692, Sub. No. 1, for 
authority to transport new automobiles between points in In- 
diana, Illinois, Kentucky and Missouri. 

California—MC 36871, Sub. No. 2, Asbury Transportation 
Co. of Oregon, Inc., extension of operations—Umatilla and 
Attalia. Joint board 81. Served March 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Liquid petroleum products, in bulk, from points 
in Oregon to a specified territory in Idaho and Washington 
and from Umatilla, Ore., and Attalia, Wash., to points in Idaho 
and specified territories in Oregon and Washington, over ir- 
regular routes. The joint board proposed that the Commis- 
sion’s findings in prior report 4 M. C. C. 787 be affirmed so 
far as they related to the grant of authority under applications 
MC 36871 and MC 36871, Sub. No. 1. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 95728, Harry Robinson, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 14. Per- 
mit recommended on finding applicant’s operation to be that of 
a contract carrier. Specified commodities, between New York 
City, on the one hand, and points in New Jersey within fifty 
miles of City Hall, New York City, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95680, Arthur Albertson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served March 14. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities between Sioux City, Ia., 
and points in Nebraska, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94990, Alfred Joseph Kenny, dba Franklin 
Square Van Co., common carrier application. Examiner D. C. 
Dillon. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods between points in Nassau County, N. Y., on the one hand, 
and points in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Oregon—MC 94790, Fred J. Howatt, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 5. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. 
Continuance of operation, used and disabled motor vehicles and 
used machinery without motive power, by the drive-away or 
tow-away method, between points in Washington and Oregon, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
ses if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 


Nebraska—MC 94780, W. G. Obermire, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served March 14. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock and hay from Atkinson, Neb., to 
Sioux City, Ia., and live stock, feed, fertilizer, farm machinery 
and parts, well supplies, building materials, coal, fencing, and 
petroleum products in containers in the opposite direction, over 
U. S. highway 20, serving intermediate and off-route points 
in Boyd and Holt counties, Neb. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 94663, H. C. Schoolfield, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 210. Served March 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Machinery and supplies used in the production and 
refining of petroleum, between points in Moore, Hutchinson, 
Roberts, Hemphill, Wheeler, Gray, Carsen, Potter and Collings- 
worth counties, Tex., over irregular routes. The joint board 
proposed that such transportation be limited to movements to 
refineries or actual oil fields, and to exclude movements from 
refinery to refinery or from dealer to dealer. 

Washington—MC 94092, Hutchings Fast Freight, Inc., suc- 
cessor in interest to Robert William Hutchings, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 80. Served March 14. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities in local cartage within the cor- 
porate limits of Everett, Wash., over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date 
of service. 
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Missouri—MC 93992, W. S. Taber, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served March 14. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operation, live stock and grain 
between Westboro, Mo., and points in Missouri and Iowa with- 
in fifteen miles of Westboro, on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., 
and Kansas City, Kan., on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93981, Charles Fox, common carrier appli- 


cation. Joint board 185. Served March 14. Certificate pro-’ 


posed. Specified commodities from and to points in Iowa, Ne- 
braska, and South Dakota, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 93840, C. L. Gless and W. W. Gless, co-part- 
ners, dba Gless Bros., common carrier application. Joint board 
54. Served March 14. Certificate recommended. Specified 
commodities to and from points in Illinois and Iowa, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


Nebraska—MC 93640, H. L. Hansen, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served March 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock and grain, between Walthill, Neb., and Sioux 
City, Ia., and agricultural implements and parts, hay, cement, 
lumber, building materials, feed, fencing and roofing materials, 
twine, iron and steel articles and petroleum products, in con- 
tainers, from Sioux City to Walthill, over U. S. highway 77, 
serving points in Nebraska, within 10 miles of Walthill as in- 
termediate and off-route points; emigrant movables between 
points in the Nebraska territory mentioned, on the one hand, 
and points in Iowa, on the other; and grain from Walthill to 
Missouri Valley, Ia., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 93337, Coleman Coach Corporation, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 
14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in 
charter service, over irregular routes, beginning and ending at 
Yonkers, N. Y., and extending to points in New York, New 
Jersey and the District of Columbia. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

New York—MC 93110, Rockland Film Service, Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
March 14. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s opera- 
tion to be that of a common carrier. Motion picture films, 
theatre accessories and advertising material, between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and Ramsey, N. J., and speci- 
fied points in New York, on the other, over regular and irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


New York—MC 93109, Tacme Film Service, Inc., contract 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 
14. Certificate recommended on finding applicant’s operation 
to be that of a common carrier. Motion picture films, theatre 
accessories and advertising display material, between New 
York, N. Y., and Sussex, N. J., over regular routes, serving 
certain intermediate and off-route points. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 


New York—MC 93062, Farrell Express & Moving Co., Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
March 14. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between 
New York City, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Connec- 
ticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island and Vermont, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


Indiana—MC 92722, Robert R. Walker, common carrier 
application, embracing also Sup. No. 1, Same, extension of 
operations. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served March 14. 
Certificate proposed. Automobiles, trucks, tractors and auto- 
motive vehicles chassis, finished and unfinished, in driveway 
service between South Bend, Ind., on the one hand, and all 
points in Arkansas, Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, Montana, New Mexico, Nevada, Oregon, Texas, 
Utah, Washington and Wyoming, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

lowa—MC 92561, Harvey M. Stuvick, dba Harvey Stuvick, 
common carrier application. Joint board 192. Served March 
14. Certificate proposed. Live stock, Villisca, Ia., and points 
within 15 miles thereof to Omaha, Neb., and live stock, feed, 
building materials and fencing materials, in the reverse di- 
rection, over a specified route. Modified procedure. Hearing 
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on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Texas—MC 91384, James Arch Kincheloe, common carrier 
application. Joint board 210. Served March 14. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Oil field equipment from Pampa, 
Tex., to oil fields in Texas, Oklahoma and New Mexico. 

Pennsylvania—MC 90993, Herbert Greenberg, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served March 14. 
Certificate proposed. Gas stoves, coal ranges, and ice boxes, 
New York, N. Y., to Philadelphia, Pa., and from Philadelphia 
to Atlantic City, N. J., Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C.; 
and distressed merchandise from Atlantic City, Baltimore, New 
York City, and Washington, to Philadelphia, over irregular 
routes. 

Texas—MC 89541, A. R. Dalby, J. A. Fadell and D. C. 
Sanders, dba Dalby, Fadell and Sanders, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 77. Served March 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, except household goods, from 
Clairemont, Tex., to Stamford, Tex., over a described route, 
including intermediate points, with no transportation for com- 
pensation in the reverse direction. 

Washington—MC 89514, S. F. Carr and R. E. Ormsby, dba 
Carr and Ormsby, common carrier application. Joint board 
80. Served March 14. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
New furniture, fresh fruit and vegetables between points in 
Washington. 

Texas—MC 89365, John Lawton Thomas, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 214. Served March 14. Permit pro- 
posed. Petroleum products, in bulk, from the Danube Refinery 
located about five miles west of Borger, Tex., to Springfield, 
Colo., over specified routes. 

South Dakota—MC 83217, Sub. No. 1, F. J. McLaren, dba 
McLaren Dray and Transfer, extension-Lone Tree-Air Way 
Station. Jpint board 230. Served March 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, to and from Lone 
Tree and Air Way Station, S. D., as intermediate points, be- 
tween Flandreau and Sioux Falls, over a specified route. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 78374, Sub. No. 1, The Connecticut Co., 
extension of operations. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served 
March 14. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their 
baggage, in special and charter operations, from points in Con- 
necticut to points in Maine, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia and 
the District of Columbia, and return, over irregular routes. 

Kentucky—MC 72190, Sub. No. 1, Ben Hall and J. W. Hall, 
Chicago-Lexington extension. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served 
March 14. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities, over certain routes between Lexington, 
Ky., and Chicago, Ill. 

New York—MC 58994, John B. Southee, Inc., common car- 
rier application, embracing also MC 58995, Same, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served March 14. 
Certificate proposed, continuance of operations, household goods 
between points within a radius of 50 miles of Binghamton, N. Y.., 
on the one hand, and points in New York, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Connecticut, on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. Permit proposed, continuance of operations, 
such merchandise as is dealt in by chain grocery stores, includ- 
ing store fixtures, over a regular route between Binghamton 
and Montrose, Pa., serving specified intermediate points. The 
examiner proposed that dual operations by applicant as a con- 
tract and common carrier be found consistent with the public 
interest and the declared policy in section 202(a) of the motor 
carrier act. 

Arkansas—MC 33093, Sub. No. 1, Black & White Transfer 
Co., Inc., extension of operations—household goods. Examiner 
L. B. Dunn. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Uncrated 
household goods between all points in Oklahoma and Arkansas. 

Colorado—MC 21246, Sub. No. 2, John J. Godfrey, exten- 
sion of operations—Kansas and Wyoming. Joint board 286. 
Served March 14. Permit proposed. Liquid petroleum prod- 
ucts, in tank-truck loads, from Kansas refineries and pipe-line 
terminals and from Cheyenne, Wyo., to certain points in Colo- 
rado, over specified routes. 

Indiana—MC 11184, Sub. No. 1, McDaniel Freight Lines, 
Inc., extension Lafayette and Rockville. Joint board 72. Served 
March 14. Certificate recommended. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Crawfordsville, Ind., and Lafayette, 
Ind., and between Crawfordsville and Junction U. S. highway 
41 and Indiana highway 47, over regular routes, serving all 
intermediate points and certain off-route points. 

Ohio—MC 8968, Harry B. Wilson, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner Mack Myers. Served March 14. Certificate 
proposed. Continuance of operation, general commodities, with 
exceptions, from Chicago, IIl., to points in Ohio; from Chicago 
Heights, IIll., to Cincinnati, O.; from Middletown, O., to Chicago, 
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Steger and Argo, IIll.; from West Carrollton, O., to Chicago, IIl., 
over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 7792, Sub. No. 2, Penn-Ohio Coach Lines Co., 
common carrier extension—Copley, O. Joint board 117. Served 
March 14. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail and newspapers, in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers, between Akron and Wadsworth, O., over 
a regular route, serving White Pond, Copley and Loyal Oak, 
as intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New York—MC 5483, Sub. No. 1, Elk Transportation Co., 
Inc., extension of operations—Jersey City, N. J. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Tobacco 
and tobacco products, from Jersey City, N. J., to New York, 
N. Y., and points in Westchester, Nassau, and Suffolk counties, 
N. Y., over irregular routes. Modified procdeure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 2545, J. Wesley Lowther, dba Low- 
ther Trucking Co., common carrier application. Joint board 2. 
Served March 14. Certificate recommended. Continuance of 
operation, general commodities between Charlotte, N. C., and 
Rock Hill, S. C., over a specified route, and tires, tire acces- 
sories, batteries, paint, lacquer, varnish and painters’ supplies, 
between Charlotte, N. C., and points in South Carolina, over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 2359, Sub. No, 1, Rocco D. Dameo, exten- 
sion of operation—concrete pipe. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served March 14. -Permit proposed. Concrete pipe with as- 
bestos binder, from Manville, N. J., to points in Connecticut 
and Delaware, and points in certain named counties in Mary- 
land, New York and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 1676, Sub. No. 1, Bernard E. Steele, 
dba B. E. Steele Transfer & For Hire Carrier, extension of 
operations—Josephine county. Joint board 45. Served March 
14. Certificate proposed. Ore and ore concentrates, and min- 
ing machinery in truck load lots between Seattle, Wash., and 
points in Josephine county, Ore., over irregular routes. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 1553, Sub. No. 3, Ludwig Guthre, ex- 
tension of operations. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served 
March 14. Specified commodities from points in Pennsylvania 
to points in Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Vir- 
ginia and the District of Columbia. 

Florida—MC F609, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, 
Barber Transportation Co. Examiner A. Henry Walter. Served 
March 14. Recommends approval of purchase by Acme Freight 
Lines, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., of operating rights and property 
of Barber Transportation Co., Inc. 

California—MC F-687, Contract Carrier, Inc., purchase, 
J. C. Dunbar. Examiner John S. Higgins. Served March 14. 
Recommends approval, purchase by Contract Carrier, Inc., 
Fresno, Calif., of operating rights and property of J. C. Dunbar, 
dba Dunbar Tank Line. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 25 days from date of service. 


Nebraska—MC 94154, Winston C. Swanson and L. Arthur 
Lally, dba Swanson & Lally, common carrier application. Joint 
board 138. Served March 15. Certificate proposed. Grain, 
Correctionville, Ia., to Wayne, Neb., and points within a radius 
of 15 miles thereof; twine, feed and agricultural implements and 
parts, from Sioux City, Ia., to Wayne and points within a 
radius of 15 miles thereof; and live stock, between Sioux City, 
on the one hand, and Wayne and points within 15 miles thereof, 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93681, Earl Pickett, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served March 15. Certificate 
recommended. Coal and agricultural implements and parts, 
from Sioux City, Ia., to Hartington, Neb., and coal, lumber, 
building material, and agricultural implements and parts, from 
Yankton, S. D., to Hartington, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93112, Howard Jensen, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served March 15. Certificate rec- 
ommended: Live stock between points in Perry, Flourney and 
Merry townships, Neb., and Siou City, Ia., over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 93076, Earl E. Elder, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 148. Served March 15. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, grain and hay, from points in Ponca, Silver 
Creek, Galena, Otter Creek, Emerson and Spring Bank town- 
ships, Dixon county, Summit and Piegeon Creek townships, Da- 
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kota county, Neb., to Sioux City, Ia.; and coal, mill feed, 
machinery and parts, and building materials, from Sioux City 
to the before mentioned Nebraska territory, over irregular 
routes. 

Nebraska—-MC 93069, J. R. Pallas, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served March 15. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, Perry, Mersey and Flourney townships, 
Thurston county, Neb., to Sioux City, Ia.; and live stock, feed, 
seed, new furniture and building materials, from Sioux City 
to the before mentioned Nebraska territory, over irregular 
routes. 

Nebraska—MC 92731, Milo John Wallingford, common 
carrier application. Joint board 185. Served March 15. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Specified commodities from and to de- 
scribed points in Iowa, Nebraska and South Dakota, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Quebec, Canada—MC 89755, Alfred Marcoux, common 
carrier application. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served 
March 15. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. House- 
hold goods between Coaticook, Quebec, Canada, and points in 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island and New York. 

Massachusetts—MC 89748, William M. Buchanan, dba W. 
M. Buchanan & Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served March 15. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Dye stuffs, window screens, venetian blinds and 
weather strips between points within a radius of 10 miles of 
Boston, Mass., and in Rhode Island, Connecticut and New 
Hampshire. 

Nebraska—MC 89656, Alex S. Schreiner, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 136. Served March 15. Permit rec- 
ommended. Eggs and dressed poultry from Kearney, Neb., 
and empty cereal beverage containers from Hastings, Neb., to 
Chicago, Ill., and cereal beverages and groceries and supplies 
for a grocery store, from Chicago and its suburbs, to Hastings, 
Neb., over described routes, and return. 

South Dakota—MC 89591, Leo J. Wherry, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 148. Served March 15. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Live stock and mill feeds 
between points in South Dakota and Sioux City, Ia. 

Nebraska—MC 89211, Robert Shurtlieff, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served March 15. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
points in Nebraska, Iowa and South Dakota. 

Virginia—MC 88473, Nelson Dabney Brady, common car- 
rier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served March 
15. Certificate recommended. Excelsior from Petersburg, 
Va., to North Arlington, Hoboken, Jersey City, Newark and 
Trenton, N. J., and Philadelphia and Ambler, Pa.; malt bev- 
erages from New York, N. Y., to Petersburg; and wine from 
New York and New Brunswick to Petersburg, over a specified 
route. 


Michigan—MC 72212, Sub. No. 1, Duane A. Heck and 
Robert G. Wyatt, dba Heck Truck Line, extension of opera- 
tion. Joint board. Served March 15. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities from Cambridge, East Liv- 
erpool and East Palestine, O., to a point in Michigan, located 
on U. S. highway 24, five miles north of Monroe, Mich. 

Montana—MC 63642, A. M. Stendal, dba Stendal Trans- 
portation Co., common carrier application. Examiner R. J. 
Olentine. Served March 15. Certificate proposed. Contin- 
uance of operations, general commodities, with exceptions, 
between Lewistown, Mont., and certain other Montana points, 
and live stock from Lewistown to Great Falls and Billings, 
Mont., over specified routes, and household goods between 
Lewistown and a defined area on one hand, and points in North 
Dakota, on the other; granite from Ortonville, Minn., to Lewis- 
town; automobiles, automobile parts and accessories, machinery 
and tanks from Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., to Lewistown, 
including a defined area; live stock from Lewistown, includ- 
ing a defined area, to Brainerd, Minn., and seed from a defined 
area in Fergus and Petroleum counties, Mont., to Winona, 
Minn., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 25 days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 55427, Sub. No. 2, C. H. Johnson and 
Jack Bradley, dba Film Pickup Service, extension of opera- 
tions—Wisconsin et al. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
March 15. Certificate proposed. Film, theatre supplies, yeast, 
bakers’ malt, dry malt, newspapers, cakes and pies between 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and points in a described area 
in Wisconsin, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 40064, Duncan Trucking Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served 
March 15. Certificate recommended. Continuance of opera- 
tion, heavy machinery and building materials, in truckload lots, 
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over irregular routes, between points in Bronx and Westches- 
ter counties, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Sussex, 
Passaic, Bergen, Morris, Essex, Hudson, Somerset and Union 
counties, N. J., and Fairfield county, Conn., on the other, and 
stoves and stove parts, in truckload lots, over irregular routes 
from Cherryville, Pa., to points in Bronx and Westchester 
counties, N. Y. 

Kentucky—MC 30669, Sub. No. 1, Blake Pinson, extension 
of operations—packing house products. Examiner J. L. Brad- 
ford. Served March 15. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operation, packing house products, Huntington, W. Va., to 
all points in Kentucky on U. S. highway 23 south of and in- 
cluding Paintsville, Ky., over a specified route, and to certain 
off-route points. 

Oregon—MC 28498, The Dalles Freight Line, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 172. Served March 15. 
Certificate recommended. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between points in Oregon, over specified routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Oklahoma—MC 19564, Sub. No. 3, L. R. Jones, extension 
of operations. Examiner F. W. Denniston. Served March 15. 
Dismissal of application proposed at request of applicant. Oil 
field equipment, materials, supplies and heavy machinery, be- 
tween points in Oklahoma, Arizona, New Mexico, Kansas, Colo- 
rado, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky and Mississippi, over irregular routes. 


Indiana—MC 15430, Sub. No. 2, Ruben L. Jeffries, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 1. Served March 15. 
Certificate recommended. Oil and gas field machinery, ma- 
terials, supplies and equipment between points in Indiana, IIli- 
nois and Kentucky, over irregular routes. 


Texas—MC 1484, Sub. No. 1, Henderson-Shreveport Mo- 
tor Coaches, Inc., extension—Henderson-Jacksonville. Joint 
board 77. Served March 15. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between Henderson, Tex., and 
Jacksonville, Tex., over a specified route with service to all 
intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. 4602, the Commission has suspended from 
March 13 until October 13 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement 5 to Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rail- 
road Company’s tariff I. C. C. 1141, supplement 25 to Wabash 
Railway Company’s tariff I. C. C. 6689, and supplement 1 to 
Agent L. E. Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. A-3016. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to reduce the rate on all commodities, in straight 
or mixed carloads, between St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo., 
from 44 cents to 39 cents a 100 pounds, to meet motor-truck 
competition. 

In I. and S. M-630, the Commission has suspended from 
March 13 until June 11 the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement 4 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 (issued June 10, 
1938), of Puritan Freight Lines, Inc., Bridgeport, Conn. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish new and reduced 
proportional, truckload and less-truckload, commodity rates on 
drugs, toilet preparations, medicines and toothpaste, between 
New Haven, Conn., on the one hand, and Brooklyn and New 
York, N. Y., and Hoboken, Jersey City and Weehawken, N. J., 
on the other, in lieu of present higher proportional class and 
commodity rates. The following is illustrative: 

Drugs and toilet preparations (proportional rates on export traffic 
in cents a 100 pounds), from New Haven, Conn., to New York, N. Y., 
minimum 20,000 pounds, present rate 25, proposed rate 18. 


In I. and S. M-631, the Commission has suspended from 
March 13 until June 11 the operation of certain provisions pub- 
lished in schedule MF-I. C. C. 2 of Frank Lilly, Turtle Creek, 
Pa. The suspended provisions propose to establish a new 
minimum charge of 29 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds, on food 
products and advertising matter from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Tren- 
ton, N. J. 

In I. and S. M-629, the Commission has suspended from 
March 11 until June 9, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 4 of 
Cletus J. Godfrey, dba Godfrey’s Motor Freight, Dallastown, 
Pa. The suspended schedules propose to establish a new less- 
truckload commodity rate of 10 cents on condensed or evapo- 
rated milk from York, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., in lieu of a 
higher distance class rate of 26 cents. 
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In I. and S. 4601, the Commission has suspended from 
March 11 until October 11, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 21 to Agent J. R. Peel’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. 2912, and supplements Nos. 20, 24 and 25 to joint 
tariff, Agent J. R. Peel’s I. C. C. No. 3032, and Agent B. T. 
Jones’ I. C. C. 3130. The suspended schedules propose to 
reduce the less-than-carload and any quantity class and com- 
modity rates between St. Louis, Mo., East St. Louis, IIll., and 
Belleville, Ill., on the one hand, and certain points in south- 
eastern Missouri, on the other. 

In I. and S. M-632, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until June 13 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. 1 of R. E. Bruce, doing busi- 
ness as R. E. Bruce Truck Line. Campobello, S. C. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish new any-quantity com- 
modity rates on motor oils and greases, also new truckload 
commodity rates, minimum 15,000 pounds, on flour, sugar, lard, 
paint and paint materials, hardware, coffee, coconut and 
matches from Charleston, S. C., and Savannah, Ga., to Spar- 
tanburg, S. C. At present, this carrier has no effective rates 
on these commodities. An illustrative proposal is to establish 
a rate of 17 cents on sugar, minimum 15,000 pounds, from 
Savannah, Ga., to Spartanburg, S. C. 

In I. and S. M-634, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until June 13 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 9 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 (Lightning 
Express series) of Earl J. Chamberland, doing business as 
Chamberland’s Express, Schenectady, N. Y. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a new any-quantity commodity 
rate of 30 cents a 100 pounds on roasted coffee, ground or not 
ground, from Hoboken, N. J., to Albany, N. Y., in lieu of higher 
class rates of 49 and 39 cents less-truckload, depending upon 
method of packing, and 35 cents, volume minimum 30,000 
pounds. . 

In I. and S. 4604, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until October 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 11 to the Mobile & Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany’s tariff I. C. C. B973. The suspended schedules propose to 
amend the rule governing emergency movements of uncom- 
pressed cotton from one compress point to another compress 
point, on shipments originating at stations on the Mobile & 
Ohio and certain short-line connections in Mississippi, Alabama 
and Tennessee. 

In I. and S. 4603, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until October 15, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Agent J. R. Peel’s tariff I. C. C. No. 3113. The 
suspended schedules propose to reduce the rates on butter, eggs 
and other dairy products, in carloads, from points in the south- 
west to Chicago, East St. Louis, Ill., Kansas City and St. Louis, 
Mo., to meet motor-truck competition. 

In I. and S. 4605, the Commission has suspended from 
March 16 until October 16 the operation of certain schedules 
as published on second revised page 73 and first revised page 
91-A to Agent W. J. Bohon’s tariff I. C. C. 546. The suspended 
schedules propose to reduce the rates on groceries and grocers’ 
supplies between many points in Washington and Portland, 


Ore., to meet motor-truck competition. The following is illus- 
trative. 


Between Portland, Ore., and Yakima, Wash., any quantity, pres- 
ent rate 55, proposed rate 44; Min. 10,000 lbs., present rate 44, pro- 
posed rate 33. 


In I. and S. M-633, the Commission has suspended from 
March 17, until June 15 the operation of schedule M. F. I. C. C. 
7 and supplement 1 thereto, of J. T. O’Malley, doing business 
as Northwestern Forwarding Company, St. Paul, Minn. The 
suspended schedule proposes to reduce the present minimum 
charges applying on “all commodities” between Minneapolis, 
Minnesota Transfer and St. Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and 
Duluth, Minn., Fargo, N. D., Superior, Wis., and Wahpeton, 
N. D., on the other hand. The following is illustrative: 


From St. Paul, Minn., to Fargo, N. D., present minimum charges, 
less-truckload, class 1, 60; class 2, 50; class 3, 45; class 4, 40; proposed 
minimum charge, any-quantity, 35. 


In I. and S. M-635, the Commission has suspended from 
March 17 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff M. F. I. C. C. 1 of E. B. Neff, Mt. Holly 
Springs, Pa. The suspended schedules, which contain the 
initially filed rates of this carrier, propose to establish new 
commodity rates, minimum 5,000 pounds, on iron castings from 
Carlisle, Pa., to Washington, D. C., and 37 points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey and New York, also on paper from Mt. 
Holly Springs, Pa., to 10 points in Delaware, Maryland, New 
Jersey and New York. The following is illustrative: 


Rough iron castings, minimum 5,000 pounds, from Carlisle, Pa., to 
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New York, N. Y., proposed rate 35; from Carlisle, Pa., to Washington, 
D. C., proposed rate 25. 


In I. and S. M-636, the Commission has suspended from 
March 17 until June 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff M. F. I. C. C. 24, Consolidated Freight Com- 
pany, Saginaw, Mich. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish new and reduced truckload and less-truckload com- 
modity rates on lacquers, paints, varnishes and paint material; 
also automobile polish or cleaner, from Flint, Mich., to points 
in Illinois, Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska and Wis- 
consin. The following is illustrative: 


Paint from Flint, Mich., to Minneapolis, Minn., present rate, less- 
truck-load, 93, proposed rate, 77; present rate, 20 thousand pounds, 
61, proposed rate, 20 thousand pounds, 57. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-828. Penn Ohio New York Express Corporation, Erie, Pa., 
asks authority to purchase end operate under the rights and fran- 
chises of Tri-Service Motor Lines, Inc. It also asks for temporary 
approval of its application. 

MC F-829. R. G. Spitzer, dba Rio Grande Truck Lines, Albuquer- 
que, N. M., asks authority to purchase certificate No. MC 4392 from 
H. Howe, dba El] Paso Arizona Motor Freight Lines. 

Finance No. 12346. Trustees of the New Haven ask authority to 
continue operation of the New York Connecting, under trackage rights, 
between Fremont Street, near Fresh Pond Junction, and Bay City, N. 
Y., a distance of approximately 11.53, under an operating agreement. 
The applicants expressed the opinion that approval by the Commission 
was not necessary, but sought a determination of the question by it 
as to whether its approval was necessary. 

Finance No. 12347. New York Connecting asks authority to con- 
tinue operation, under trackage rights, over the Long Island Rail Road 
Co., between Fresh Pond Junction, and Bay Ridge, Long Island, N. 
Y., approximately 23.06 miles. 

Finance No. 12348. Trustees of the New Haven ask authority to 
continue operation, under trackage rights, for the movement of pas- 
senger and allied traffic over the railroads of the New York Connecting 
and the Pennsylvania Tunnel and Terminal, between Port Morris 
Junction and Pennsylvania Station, New York City, N. Y., aggregating 
approximately 28 miles. 

MC F-830. Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., Mattoon, Ill., asks authority 
to purchase certain operating rights of Glen Pyle, dba Glen Pyle Motor 
Freight Service, Terre Haute, Ind. 

MC F-831, Viking Freight Co., St. Louis, Mo., asks authority to 
purchase the properties of Ed. Kryger, dba Kryger Truck Service. 

MC F-832. United Truck Service, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif., asks 
authority to purchase the operating rights of Valley Trucking Service. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The New York Central; Lehigh Valley; and Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific have filed applications with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hear- 
ing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days 
from March 10. 

The Long Island; Chesapeake & Ohio; and Reading Co. 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modifications of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b), section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing 15 days from March 11. 

The Pennsylvania; New York, New Haven & Hartford; 
Baltimore & Ohio; Norfolk & Western; and Lehigh Valley 
have filed applications “with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any in- 
terested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from March 14. 

The Missouri Pacific; and Oahu Railway and Land Co. 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commis- 
sion in writing within 15 days from March 15. 


STATISTICS OF OIL PIPE LINES 


The Commission’s Bureau of Statistics has prepared 
statistics of oil pipe lines, 1921-1937, statement No. 396, of 42 
pages, containing statistics from its own files and from other 
governmental agencies. It was prepared under the direction of 
Edeward Crane, a statistical analyst in the Bureau of Statistics. 

In a prefatory note, Director Lorenz, of the bureau, says 
the compilation has been prepared to provide in convenient 
form the salient facts annually reported by pipe line com- 
panies to the Commission since 1921 and to show the relative 
importance of the business of companies subject to the inter- 
state commerce act in comparison with the entire oil pipe line 
industry. He said that some data not before published had been 
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compiled from annual report returns of pipe lines for certain 
of earlier years. Where the comparison in the various tables 
does not begin with 1921, the information is not available for 
the years not covered, says the note. 

Illustrative of the data contained in the compilation, there 
is shown for all carriers an aggregate mileage of 82,832 in 1924, 
as compared with 68,185 miles in the same year reporting to 
the Commission. In 1936 there is shown an aggregate mileage 
of 115,038 for all carriers, as compared with 94,060 miles in 
the same year reporting to the Commission. It was pointed 
out that these figures, which include pipe lines used for private 
operations as well as those used for carrier and contract opera- 
tions, were obtained from the Bureau of Mines. 


PIPE LINE VALUATIONS 


The Commission, by division 1, in valuation docket No. 1236, 
Standish Pipe Line Co., has tentatively found the final value 
for rate-making purposes of the property of that carrier owned 
and used, as of December 31, 1934, to be $6,525,000; owned 
but not used, $215,400; and used but not owned, leased from 
Phillips Petroleum Co., and other private carriers, $9,435. 

In valuation docket No. 1237, Detroit Southern Pipe Line 
Co., and its lessor, Toledo Northern Pipe Line Co., the Com- 
mission, by division 1, has tentatively found the final value for 
rate-making purposes of the property of the carrier, owned and 
used, as of December 31, 1934, for common carrier purposes, 
to be $465,000; and used but not owned, leased from the Toledo 
Northern Pipe Line, $170,227. 


S. C. ROUTES AND ROUTING 


Using as a foundation, a conclusion that there is wasteful 
use of facilities by the use of long routes in hauling freight, or 
at least a demand for such use at short line rates, the South 
Carolina Public Service Commission has prescribed, effective 
April 8, what it calls basic principles and rules governing the 
routing of state freight and the computation of rates. In pre- 
scribing the rule to govern routing it disregarded a contention 
of the trunk lines that it should preserve a carrier’s long haul. 
It did so on the ground that the laws of South Carolina made 
no provision for such a preservation of the long haul as is 
made as to interstate traffic by section 15(4) of the interstate 
commerce act. 

The rule for computing rates says the rate under the 
mileage scale shown or carried in the local tariffs of each line 
or system lines or the rate carried in joint or agency tariffs 
between any two points shall be the rate for the short single 
line distance or the short joint line distance between such po‘nts 
computed via the shortest route for which there are facilities 
for the interchange of carload freight without transfer of lad!ng 
or via the route between such two points which produces the 
lowest rate. 

As to routing, the order says no route shall exceed 199 
per cent of the short single line or the short joint line distance 
between origin and destination for distances of 150 miles or l¢ss 
or 170 per cent for distances over 150 miles, provided, however, 
that where the short line route exceeds 150 miles and the longer 
route does not exceed 285 miles the 190 per cent circuity limi- 
tations shall be extended to the longer route up to and includ- 
ing 285 miles. 

The circuity limitations are to apply except under spec fied 
conditions. For instance, the circuity limitation, says the or- 
der, shall not be so construed as to abrogate any rate or ra es 
that have been or may in the future be voluntarily established 
by carriers to meet truck or water competition, which rates 
have been or may be in the future restricted to specified routes 
by the authority of the commission. 

As to the shipper’s right to designate routes, the order 
says that nothing in it shall be so construed or so applied as to 
close or withdraw from service or availability any route or 
routes, or to deny or in any manner abridge any sh‘pper’s right 
to designate the route or routes via which his shipments may 
move, but if the route so designated by shippers is not in con- 
formity with the limitations prescribed, then the method of 
computing the rate set forth in the order, shall not be appli- 
cable, and the rate to be charged for such shipment shall be 
the lowest mileage or combination rate applicable via the speci- 
fied route. 


REPARATION ORDERS 


Reparation orders have been issued in No. 17304 (sup~le- 
mental), International Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southe?n 
et al.; No. 24021 (supplemental), Cultra Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; No. 25539 (supplemental), Jule F. Acker et al. vs. Alton 
et al.; No. 26704 (supplemental), Larabee Flour Mills Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 27587 (supplemental), A. B. Humphrey 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 28058, Interlake Iron Corporation 
vs. Great Northern et al. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 

1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Arkansas.) In buyer’s action against 
seller and carrier for shortage in tank car of cottonseed oil, 
evidence relating to the proper manner of loading a tank car 
with oil was properly admitted. (Fort Smith Cotton Oil Co. vs. 
Swift. & Co., 124 S. W. Rep. (2d) 1.) 

In buyer’s action against seller and railroad for shortage 
in tank car of cottonseed oil, alleged errors in admission of 
evidence introduced by railroad company could not be consid- 
ered on seller’s appeal where seller did not appeal as to rail- 
road.—Ibid. ‘ 

Defendant’s failure to stand upon motion for directed ver- 
dict at close of plaintiff’s testimony constituted a waiver of the 
request for directed verd'ct, and defendants, on appeal, co ld 
not insist that court erred in refusing to direct verdict, if all 
the evidence raised jury question.—Ibid. 

In action by buyer against seller and railway company for 
shortage in tank car of cottonseed oil, whether sellers or railway 


company were at fault in loading tank car was for the jury. 
—Ibid. 


In buyer’s action against seller and railway company for 
shortages in tank car of cottonseed oil, instruction that buyer 
was entitled to recover a certain sum, and that it was for jury 
to find verdict against both or either of the defendants as 


warranted by facts since one or both of them were liable was 
not error.—lIbid. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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(Superior Court of Pennsylvania.) In determining whether 
collection and delivery service of less carload freight furnished 
railroad companies by express company was within Public Serv- 
ice Commission’s certificate authorizing express company to 
conduct the express transportation business authorized by ex- 
press company’s charter, the designated purposes stated in 
charter could not be ignored, where certificate made d‘rect 
reference to express company’s charter powers. 66 P. S. sec. 1 
et seq. (Railway Express Agency vs. Pennsylvania Public Util- 
ity Commission, 4 Atl. Rep. (2d) 176.) 


What constitutes a common carrier is a question of law, but 


whether a person has by his method of operation brought him- 
self within that definition is a question of fact.—Ibid. 


An express company collecting and delivering less carload 
intrastate freight by truck for railroad companies was a ‘“‘com- 
mon carrier,’ within control of Public Utilities Commission, 
where service was available to all railroads and was regular and 
continuous and not occasional. 66 P. S. secs. 1 et seq., 1101 et 
sec.—Ibid. 

In determining meaning of quoted phrase in Public Service 
Commission’s certificate authorizing express companies to con- 
duct “express transportation business,” rate of speed alone was 
not controlling, and a distinction must be made between service 
to be accomplished and the facilities employed. 66 P. S. sec. 1 
et seq.—Ibid. 

It is common knowledge that some freight trains are moved 
at a speed that compares favorably with that maintained by the 
average passenger train.—Ibid. 

An express company authorized by Public Service Commis- 
sion to conduct “express transportation business” was not lim- 
ited to employing the precise facilities and modes of operation 
that were used in former days. 66 P. S. sec. 1 et seq.—Ib‘d. 

The meaning of ordinary words of a document is for trial 
court without aid of witness, but witness can testify as to 
technical meaning of words, and trial court must determine 
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al interpretation of disputed word requires testimony.— 
Ibid. 

In determining meaning of quoted phrase in certificate 
authorizing express company to conduct “express transportation 
business,” evidence of local or commercial meanings attached to 
phrase by usage and general trade or business practices, and of 
peculiar meaning of phrase in trade or business to which cer- 
tificate related, should have been received by Public Utility 
Commission. 66 P. S. sec. 1 et seq.—lIbid. 

In determining meaning of quoted phrase in certificate 
authorizing express company to conduct “express transportation 
business,” evidence outside the certificate should have been re- 
ceived by Public Utility Commission where phrase was not free 
from ambiguity. 66 P. S. sec. 1 et seq.—lIbid. 

The regulation of the collecting and delivery by truck of 
less carload shipments of interstate freight transported by rail- 
roads is subject to provisions of Interstate Commerce Act deal- 
ing with railway transportation, and a permit is not required 
under Motor Carrier Act of 1935, whether the collecting and 
delivering is performed by railroad company or by an independ- 
ent contractor. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A. sec. 1 
et seq.; Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935. 49 U.S. C. A. sec 301 
et seq.—Ibid. 

In determining whether Public Utility Commission’s order 
directing express company to cease collecting and deliver'ng less 
carload intrastate freight by truck for railroad companies was 
violative of commerce clause of Federal Constitution, the com- 
mission should have permitted express company to offer testi- 
mony that order would directly interfere with interstate trans- 
portation services rendered by the company and would result 
in undue inconvenience and expense to the public. 66 P. S., 
Sec. 1 et seq.; Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 
et seq.; U. S. C. A. Const. art. 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3.—Ibid. 





(Supreme Court of Michigan.) Where a statute gives new 
rights and prescribes new remedies, such remedies must be 
strictly pursued and a party seeking such remedy is confined 
to remedy conferred by statute. (Lafayette Transfer & Stor- 
age Co. vs. Michigan Public Utilities Commission, 283 N. W. 
Rep. 659.) 

A statute providing for an appeal or writ of error to a 
specific court must be regarded as a repeal of any previous 
statute providing for writ of error to another court.—Ibid. 

Where an earl‘er statute provides a remedy covering all 
cases and subsequent statute creates specific remedy for a par- 
ticular case, subsequent statute must be construed as exclusive, 
unless legislative purpose or public convenience demands differ- 
ent construction, notwithstanding language of subsequent act 
is permissive rather than mandatory.—lIbid. 

Where a statute gives a new power and also provides means 
of executing it, those who claim the power can execute it in no 
other way.—Ib‘d. 

When a new statute covers whole subject of an old one, 
adds offenses and prescribes different penalties from those 
enumerated in old statute, old statute is repealed by implication. 
—Ibid. 

A subsequent statute revising the whole subject matter of 
former statutes and evidently intended as a substitute for them 
although containing no express words to such effect, operates 
to repeal former statutes.—Ib‘d. 

The object and purpose of statutory construction is to de- 
termine legislative intention.—Ibid. 

The act of 1933 giving Public Utilities Commission juris- 
diction over motor vehicle carriers, and providing that com- 
mission’s orders should be subject to review by Supreme Court, 
was a new and independent act conferring new duties upon 
commission and providing new remedy for review of orders 
of commission, and those who claim rights under the act are 
bound by remedies given therein. Pub. Acts 1933, No. 254, art. 
5, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 

Under act giving Public Utilities Commission jurisdiction 
over motor vehicle carriers, provision thereof that commission’s 
orders thereunder should be subject to review by Supreme 
Court means that the only remedy for review of orders arising 
under the act is by certiorari. Pub. Acts 1933, No. 254, art. 5, 
Sec. 20.—Ibid. 

On certiorari to review orders of Public Utilities Commis- 
sion made under act giving commission jurisdiction over motor 
vehicle carriers, Supreme Court has no power to substitute its 
judgment for that of commission on issues of fact. Pub, Acts 
1933, No. 254, art. 5, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 


In suit to review order of Public Utilities Commission 
granting a permit to carry freight as a contract carrier, no 


costs were taxed on appeal, since public question was involved. 
Pub. Acts 1933, No. 254.—Ibid. 


(Supreme Court of Oklahoma.) An appeal may be taken 
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by corporation whose rate charges or classification of traffic 
schedule facilities, conveniences or service are affected by order 
of Corporation Commission. Okla. St. Ann. Const., Art. 9, Sec. 
20. (Dolese Bros. Co. vs. St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co., 86 
Pac. Rep. (2d) 800.) 

The Supreme Court has appellate jurisdiction in actions 
before Corporation Commission wherein it is sought to regulate 
management and operation of transportation companies within 
state in interest of persons who use such companies. Okla. 
St. Ann. Const., art. 9, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 

The Supreme Court does not have appellate jurisdiction 
in actions before Corporation Commission for correction of 
abuses disconnected from regulation, management and opera- 
tion of transportation companies in the state. Okla. St. Ann. 
Const., art. 9, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 

A Corporation Commission order dismissing complaint 
alleging that railroad had unlawfully failed to list side track 
about four miles from town in general mileage table as shipping 
point and praying that railroad be required to desist from such 
practice was an “appealable order.” Okla. St. Ann. Const., art 
9, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 

A Corporation Commission order requiring railroad freight 
carriers to publish mileage tables, followed by outline of what 
table should contain, was not mandatory but was suggestive 
only in absence of subsequent order approving table submitted 
and requiring publication thereof.—lIbid. 

Railroad’s failure to list side track about four miles from 
town in general mileage table as shipping point was not abuse 
of managerial discretion which it was authorized to exercise in 
complying with suggestive order of Corporation Commission 
relating to mileage tables.—Ibid. 


CARRIERS LOSE TAX CASE 


The Supreme Court of the United States has denied a 
petition for a writ of certiorari in Nos. 667-75, cases in which 
the Lehigh Valley and other carriers sought fo enjoin New 
Jersey officials from collecting balances of taxes due in 1932 
and 1933. The carriers sought review of a decision of the U. S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals, third circuit, against them. 


REPARATION LITIGATION 


The Supreme Court of the United States has granted a 
petition for a write of certiorari to the Supreme Court of Mis- 
souri for review of that court’s decision in the case docketed 
in the highest tribunal as No. 650, L. W. Baldwin and Guy A. 
Thompson, trustees of the Missouri Pacific, vs. Scott County 
Milling Co. The lower court held that payment of an award 
of reparation prior to denial of motion for rehearing and set- 
ting aside of award of reparation on supplemental petition, was 
voluntary and constituted a holding that the litigation was 
ended and that the payment made was not recoverable. 


MOTOR ACT UPHELD 


The Supreme Court of the United States has denied a 
petition for a writ of certiorari to the U. S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals, tenth circuit, in Nos. 644-8, Martin vs. United States, 
the lower court having held that the motor carrier act was 
not unconstitutional for vagueness through failure to define 
terms in the provision excluding casual, occasional or reciprocal 
transportation for competition by persons not engaged therein 
as regular occupation or business. The court further held that 
proof of conspiracies between certain of the individuals op- 
erating travel bureaus in various cities was sufficient to sus- 
tain the conspiracy charged. 

This litigation grew out of the prosecution by the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers of operators of travel 
bureaus in various cities. Indictments were returned at Den- 
ver, Colo., accusing thirty odd defendants with furnishing and 
arranging transportation of passengers without being licensed 
brokers and employing unauthorized and uncertified carriers 
by motor vehicle, otherwise known as “wild catters.” They were 
accused of conspiring to violate the motor carrier act. A 
number of them were convicted and sentenced to prison terms 
of various lengths, some of the sentences being for one year 
and one day at Leavenworth, Kan. Martin, doing business as 
the Martin Travel Bureau, was sentenced to six months in 
jail. He appealed to the courts alleging unconstitutionality of 
the motor carrier act. 


ELKINS ACT INDICTMENTS 


The Commission, according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel, has been advised that the federal grand jury at Den- 
ver, Colo., has returned a joint indictment against Hero J. 
Bourk and Thomas G. Keeton, the first five counts of the in- 
dictment charging the defendants with having solicited con- 
cessions in violation of section 1 of the Elkins act. It was 
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charged the concessions were solicited through the device of 
false claims filed in connection with carload shipments of ba- 
nanas transported from El Paso, Tex., to Denver, Colo., said 
the statement, adding, that the sixth count charged the de- 
fendants with conspiracy to violate the Elkins act. 

The Commission has also been advised that Judge Symes 
in the federal court at Denver has assessed a minimum fine of 
$1,000 against the Colorado Animal By-Products Manufactur- 
ing Co., on a plea of guilty to one count of an indictment charg- 
ing violation of section 1 of the Elkins act. The indictment, 
in nine counts, charged the defendant with having solicited, 
accepted and received concessions in violation of that act in 
connection with carload shipments of meat scraps forwarded 
from Denver to various points in Nebraska and Kansas, and 
charged that lower freight rates were paid than the rates 
lawfully published and filed with the Commission. 





NEW HAVEN REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10992, New 
York, New Haven & Hartford reorganization, has postponed 
a hearing in that proceeding, now set for March 27, to June 
13. The hearing is to be before Commissioner Mahaffie and 
Examiner Harvey H. Wilkinson. The postponement was made 
on petition of the Mutual Savings Bank Group Committee, 
which also asked extension of the time within which amended 
plans for the reorganization of the Old Colony or modification 
of the New Haven’s amended plan might be filed from March 
27 to May 31. That prayer was also granted. 

Postponement of the hearing was made so that studies now 
being made with respect to the New Haven and the Old Colony 
might be completed. 

The Hartford & Connecticut Western, a part of the New 
Haven system, in Finance No. 10992, New Haven reorganiza- 
tion, has filed with the Commission a document whereby it 
concurs in and adopts the amendment to the plan of reorgan- 
ization of the New Haven, the principal debtor, filed January 
1, 1939, so far as that amendment relates to the disposition 
of its properties, assets and franchises. 


ILLINOIS TERMINAL ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12095, Illi- 
nois Terminal Railroad Co. abandonment, has authorized 
abandonment by that company of its Litchfield branch extend- 
ing from a point near Staunton, IIl., to a point near Litchfield, 
Ill., approximately 15.25 miles. It has also authorized abandon- 
ment of operation under trackage rights over a track of the 
Wabash connecting the applicant’s main line with the Litchfield 
branch at Staunton, less than a mile long. After pointing out 
that the system revenues derived from operation of the branch 
had been insufficient to meet operating expenses, the Commis- 
sion said the territory affected was provided with an adequate 
highway and would not be deprived altogether of common car- 
rier transportation facilities. 


OREGON-WASHINGTON ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12127, 
Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. et al. abandon- 
ment, embracing also Finance No. 12126, Oregon-Washington 
Railroad & Navigation Co. et al. operation; and Finance No. 
12157, Northern Pacific Railway Co. abandonment of operation, 
has authorized abandonment by the Oregon-Washington Rail- 
road & Navigation Co. and abandonment of operation by the 
Union Pacific, lessee, of a line extending from a point near 
Waitsburg, Wash., to a point near Dayton, Wash., approximate- 
ly 7.73 miles. It has also authorized operation by the Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation and the Union Pacific, 
lessee, over a line of the Northern Pacific between the before 
mentioned points; abandonment by the Northern Pacific of a 
line extending from a point near Wallace, Ida., to a point near 
Burke, Ida., approximately 5.24 miles; and operation by the 
Northern Pacific over a line of the Oregon-Washington Rail- 
road & Navigation approximately between the points last 
named. According to the report, the authority granted will 
eliminate duplicate rail-transportation facilities and will effect 
more efficient and economical operation. 


L. & N. W. REORGANIZATION FEES 


Maximum limits of final allowances for services rendered 
or to be rendered and expenses incurred or to be incurred in 
connection with the reorganization of the Louisiana & North 
West Railroad Co., have been made by the Commission, divi- 
sion 4, in Finance No. 10813, covering the reorganization of 
that carrier. The Commission approved the plan for reorgani- 
zation in 230 I. C. C. 131. 

Allowances as compensation are as follows: Mark W. Mac- 
lay, trustee, $1,500; John S. Sheppard, attorney for the debtor, 
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$10,000. Among the allowances for expenses are: Beaty Com- 
mittee, $8,000 for legal services, and $2,250 for secretarial serv- 
ices performed for that committee by John H. Watkins; Barnes 
committee, $6,000 for legal services rendered by Newman & 
Bisco; Independent Bondholders’ Committee, $4,000; Middle 
States Petroleum Corp., $3,500 for legal services rendered by 
Hunt, Hill & Betts; Mississippi Valley Trust Co., $1,000 for 
legal services rendered by Polk & Williams; National City 
Bank of New York, $250 for legal services rendered by Wingate 
& Cullen. The Commission set aside $2,500 as a lump sum to 
cover any additional expenses that may be incurred. It also 
made allowances for various items of expense incurred by those 
engaged in the reorganization work. 


FT. SMITH & WESTERN AFFAIRS 


John R. Cox, Decatur, Ill., holder of Ft. Smith & Western 
bonds and representing other bondholders, is expected to confer 
with Chairman Jones, of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion, shortly with a view to getting ideas as to how that carrier 
may be reorganized. Mr. Cox, it is understood, has had con- 
ferences with employes of the railroad, with a view to having 
them participate in the rehabilitation of the road. Mr. Cox, a 
short time ago, talked with Director Sweet, of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Finance, about the affairs of the Ft. Smith & West- 
ern but he had no proposal to make then. 





OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATED 

The Commission has vacated and set aside outstanding or- 
ders in docket Nos. I. & S. 2546; 14663; 15000; 15052; 15072; 
15154, Sub. 2; 15219; 15225; 15498; 15559; 15595; 15595, Sub. 1; 
15635; 15705; 15722; 15779; 15833; 15876; 15936; 15980; 16085; 
16091; 16220; 16248; 16301; 16317; 16320; 16400; 16448; 16448, 
Sub. 1; 16474; 16497; 16505; 16646; 16653; 16743; 16762; 16771; 
16783; 16804; 16861; 17080 and 17115. Parties were cited to show 
cause not later than February why the proceedings, decided 
several years ago, should not be vacated and set aside so far 
as they required the continued observance and maintenance of 
rates, ratings, charges, rules, regulations, or practices. 


OFFICERS FOR THE MONON 


In Finance No. 6562, Sub. 6, C. E. A. McCarthy, a direc- 
tor of various companies in the Southern Railway system and 
president of the Mobile & Ohio, has asked authority from the 
Commission to serve as presdient of the chicago, Indianapolis 
& Louisville, popularly known as the Monon, and a director of 
that company. 

Ernest E. Norris, president of the Southern, in Finance 
No. 10206, Sub. 5, has asked authority to serve as director of 
the Monon in addition to serving as an officer and director of 
the Southern. The Southern together with the Louisville & 
Nashville, controls the Monon by stock ownership. 

In Finance No. 12344, the Chattanooga Traction Co. has 
asked authority for Mr. Norris to become a member of the 
applicant’s board of directors. That company, which once 
operated as a street railway, now operates as a switching line 
at Chattanooga, Tenn., and performs switching service for parts 
of the Southern Railway system. 


ERIE REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11915, Erie 
reorganization, has authorized C. L. Amos, Fred F. Spellissy, 
A. C. Kizis, and William L. Jones to serve as a protective com- 
mittee for holders of Erie general mortgage 4 per cent bonds 
in accordance with the terms of a deposit agreement, pursuant 
to section 77 (p) of the bankruptcy act. The bonds, series A, 
B and D, aggregating $30,682,600 are due April 1, 1953. 





Cc. G. W. DIVISIONS 

The Commission, on petition of Patrick H. Joyce and 
Luther M. Walter, trustees of the Chicago Great Western, has 
reopened for further hearing at a time and place to be here- 
after fixed, No. 15234, divisions of freight rates in western and 
mountain-Pacific territories. The reopening is as to divisions 
of rates and charges on transcontinental traffic, including the 
divisions of charges for protective services prescribed in 
Charges for Protective Service to Perishable Freight, 215 I. C. 
C. 684 (see Traffic World, Sept. 3, 1938, p. 437). 

Luther M. Walter in Ex Parte 123, said, in substance that 
if the Commission did not adopt the pooling plan therein sug- 
gested the Chicago Great Western would find it necessary 
to ask for reopening of these cases with a view to obtaining 
greater divisions out of the transcontinental traffic handled by 
it and ask for a reduction in the rental paid for the use of 
refrigerator cars owned by car lines affiliated with the trans- 
continental carriers. The Commission decided the divisions 


case in July, 1934, 203 I. C. C. 299, saying it could not find the 
divisions unlawful. 
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“We are opposed to regulation by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission because it is railroad minded, having been engaged 
for thirty years with railroad rate regulation,” said Herman 
A. Bayless, counsel for the Mississippi River System Carriers’ 
Association, in continuation of the presentation, March 10, of 
that association’s opposition to the Lea and committee-of-six 
bills before the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce (see Traffic World, March 11.) 

The Commission, he continued, regulated rates with refer- 
ence to the “existing illogical railroad rate structure, rather 
than costs of transportation.” He pointed out that joint river- 
rail rates, regulated by the Commission were only twenty per 
cent under the rail rates “despite the fact that water port to 
port rates are far less than this differential.” 

“In addition,” said Mr. Bayless, “the Commission, while 
conscientious has not made a success of railroad regulation, 
even according to the proponents. There is now wide dissatis- 
faction with railroad rates which have been completely reg- 
ulated by the I. C. C. for thirty years. Bitter charges of sec- 
tional rate discriminations, sanctioned by the Commission, are 
also being made. All major rate controversies require years 
for their determination. The Commission is now overburdened.” 

“Inspired by hysteria to ‘save the railroads’ these bills were 
drafted pursuant to recommendations of a committee composed 
solely of railroad management and labor with no representation 
of the shipping public, motor, water or air carriers,” said Mr. 
a who added there was no public demand for the legisla- 
ion. 

Proposed regulation of inland river carriers now furnishing 
cheap transportation, he said, admittedly would increase water 
rates both on account of expense of regulation and the raising 
of minimum rates by the Commission to provide “more equal 
competition with the railroads.” There was no demand, said he, 
for this legislation from the river carriers, nor was there de- 
structive competition among them. Neither, said he, were their 
rates below the.costs of operation. 

As to the proposal, in the Lea bill, to give the Commission 
power, on its own initiative, to prescribe minimum rates of 
common carriers of any type, even though now subject to reg- 
ulation by some other body, he said, was dangerous and would 
permit the Commission to discriminate in favor of the railroads. 
Instead of promoting coordination, Mr. Bayless said, enactment 
of that provision would create conflict among regulatory bodies. 

John H. Ross, president of the Inland Water Petroleum 
Carriers’ Association, said the members of the association were 
opposed to both bills in their present form for the principal 
reason that they did not believe the Commission, as now con- 
stituted, was the proper body to regulate water carriers. 


Mueller Opposed 


Appearing for the port of St. Paul, Minn., of which he is 
general manager, the Upper Mississippi Waterway Association, 
and others, Herman Mueller told the committee at the hearing 
March 14 that all the interests he represented were opposed 
to the main objectives of H. R. 2531 and to most of the pro- 
posals put forward by spokesmen for the railroads. 

Those for whom he spoke, said he, were emphatically op- 
posed to any further regulation of the rates and services of 
water carriers, including those on the Great Lakes. Such regu- 
lation was not necessary and would be inimical to the public 
interest. Many years of regulation of the railroads, said he, 
had not resulted in a scientific and logical rail rate structure 
and the general result thereof had been tremendous increases 
in transportation charges. It would be unfortunate and unjust 
to permit the Commission to revamp the rates of the water 
carriers, said he, using as its standards levels and relationships 
of rail rates which it had prescribed or permitted to be con- 
tinued by the railroads. If the Commission regulated port-to- 
port rates, such rates, he said, would be made in definite rela- 
tion to the rail rate structure. The upper Mississippi Valley, 
he continued, had suffered irreparable injury from recent regu- 
lation of its rail rate structure and also its joint rail-and-water 
rates via the Great Lakes. 

If the river rates were regulated, he said, in answer to a 
question by Representative Mapes, it would be absolutely neces- 
sary to impose the same regulation on carriers on the Great 
Lakes in order to avoid most serious discrimination. 

Mr. Mueller also opposed regulation of wharfingers. He 
said he was opposed to any revision of Section 15a which would 
eliminate consideration by the Commission of the effect of 
rates on the movement of traffic. He stood by the action of 
the National Industrial Traffic League opposing any revision 
of section 15a as voted recently. The railroad recommenda- 
tions, if adopted, said he, would hamstring their competitors. 
He opposed giving the Commission power to prescribe minimum 
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rates of all carriers. He opposed declarations of policy except 
that adopted by the National Industrial Traffic League at its 
meeting in Washington February 23. He spoke against the 
provisions for an Administrator or a transportation board in 
the Lea and committee-of-six bills. 


Joyce and A. A. R. 


Patrick H. Joyce, co-trustee of the Chicago Great Western, 
said Congress should tell the Commission to straighten out the 
railroad situation. 


“When we went into the Association of American Rail- 
roads,” said he, “we deluded ourselves with the hope that 
something would be done about these things (relations between 
railroads) but it soon became evident that the roads benefitting 
from these practices are in the saddle and are not going to 
permit anything to be done to remove the advantages which 
they enjoy. 

“The Association of American Railroads has failed to bring 
about any improvement in the railroad situation. This is prob- 
ably because the majority of the men who sit on its board of 
directors and its executive committee have too many interests 
that prevent them from acting to straighten out the affairs of 
the railroads.” 


Mr. Joyce said he was not “squawking” about the A. A. R. 
—that it provided many benefits to the railroads, mentioning 
the mechanical and car service departments. But when the 
A. A. R. was organized, he continued, he understood it was 
going to straighten out the railroad situation. It had not done 
so—if it had he had not heard about it and it was a secret. 
The public had implicit confidence in the Commission, he added, 
and it could straighten out the situation. What the railroad 
industry needed, said he, was a Will Hays or a Judge Landis. 


These remarks of Mr. Joyce were preceded by assertions 
that regulation of the relations between the railroads, and be- 
tween railroads and other carriers, was necessary if “we are 
to have a vigorous and healthy transportation machine”; that 
the railroads ought to be able to regulate their inter-relations 
themselves but that they seemed unable to do it; that in 1934 
the railroads set up an association for that purpose but it had 
never functioned to do these things; that probably this was 
because the association was controlled by a few railroads with 
selfish interests to serve; and that there could be no well de- 
veloped transportation system if a few of the big roads were 
well nourished while the rest of the roads starved. 


“The law gives the Commission many powers to regulate 
such matters as through routes and joint rates, divisions, switch 
connections, car service, compensation for use of cars and loco- 
motives, joint use of terminals, combinations and consolidations, 
but these powers are infrequently exercised and if one or a few 
railroads try to invoke them there seems to be a strong re- 
sistance to do anything,” said he. 


Mr. Joyce referred to the fact that he and Luther M. Wal- 
ter, as co-trustees of the C. G. W., had filed a petition August 
26, 1938, asking the Commission to investigate the divisions on 
transcontinental traffic but that it was not until March 6, 1939, 
a little over six months later, that the Commission entered an 
order granting the petition. Continuing, he said: 


Most of the traffic of the country moves over two or more railroads, 
and a lot of it requires refrigeration and other special services, and 
the use of cars controlled or owned by one or a few of the railroads 
handling it. If all of the railroads are to be fairly supported there has 
got to be fair and just division not only of the freight rates but all 
of the other charges that the shipper pays, and some control over the 
charges that are made for the use of private cars. A very great num- 
ber of these cars are owned by car companies that are controlled by 
just a few railroads and in this way they extract from all the other 
railroads a great amount of money which seems entirely beyond the 
benefit derived from the use of the cars. The Commission now has 
the power to regulate these things but they seldom do it.... 

The Interstate Commerce Commission has plenty of power to do 
these things but is not required to exercise this power except as it 
may decide to do so. The solution of the problem as we see it is not 
in giving the Commission greater authority but a suggestion or direc- 
tion from Congress to exercise the authority it now has to remove in- 
justices and bring about proper conditions within the railroad industry. 

It seems very clear from the experience of the past few years that 
the railroads are not going to straighten out their troubles through any 
organization they are able to set up for themselves. The Commission 
has got to do it for them. All that is necessary is that Congress make 
it clear that the Commission is expected to do it and they will promptly 
take hold of the job and do it well. 


The railroads will still have to face the lack of sufficient business, 
but they will be in a stronger position to do what they can to in- 
crease their traffic and thus add to their earnings and their ability to 
purchase material and employ men. 

The purchasing power of the railroads of the middle west is at a 
standstill. They ought to be spending a great deal more than they are, 
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but they haven’t the money and consequently are not able to employ 
as much labor as the country has a right to expect them to. 


Financial Plight of Roads 


Mr. Joyce told the committee that Class I railroads op- 
erated 46,500 miles of railroad in Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, Wis- 
consin, Upper Peninsula of Michigan and Minnesota and that 
about 60 per cent of that was in bankruptcy and this repre- 
sented 37 per cent of the total bankrupt mileage for the United 
States. 

“The principal trouble of the railroads is that they have 
not enough business,” said he. “Laws alone will not put traffic 
on the railroads but they ought to aid in bringing about condi- 
tions that will enable the railroads to help themselves. The so- 
lution of what we call the railroad problem will have to come 
to a large degree from within; it cannot be imposed entirely 
from the outside. . . ; 

“We need regulation but it ought to be controlled and di- 
rected where it will produce useful and beneficial results. Reg- 
ulation that does no more than regulate is wasted effort and it 
seems to me there has been too much of this in recent years. . . 
To be of benefit regulation must be prompt and decisive.” 

The Commission, he continued, had a large task in dealing 
with complaints of discrimination, preference and prejudice, 
but in addition it must devote an enormous amount of energy 
to consideration of suspended rates, and matters that arose 
under the fourth section and reparation clauses of the act. He 
thought Congress might well inquire as to just how far any 
public benefit came from these activities and then amend the 
law so that benefits were preserved and, if possible, increased, 
and those things that consumed time and energy and cost 
money, while returning little if any public benefit, were dis- 
continued. 

The suspension provision in the law was overworked, said 
he, suggesting an amendment providing that the Commission 
should not suspend any new rate solely because it was an in- 
crease over the old rate. He said the requirement that the rail- 
roads justify any increase in rates since January 1, 1910, 
should be eliminated. He urged repeal of the fourth section. 
Another amendment urged was one taking from the Commis- 
sion power to award reparation, leaving that to the courts. 


Wages and Rates 
With respect to wages, Mr. Joyce said: 


The railroads must be able to balance rates and wages. If wages go 
up rates have got to go up at the same time. Otherwise all the rail- 
roads can do is to lay off men and reduce employment, which hurts 
everybody. When railroad wages advance, the wages of men in other 
transportation fields are likely to be increased, so there ought to be 
no great difficulty in keeping rates for all kinds of transportation 
properly related to the wages that the industry must pay. Unless this 
is done we have a recurrence of the very sad experience of recent 
years of constantly decreasing employment because the earnings of 
the industry will not keep all the men it needs on the payrolls. 


Against Loans 


Lending money to railroads was not going to help, said 
Mr. Joyce. That simply piled up debt on which the roads had 
little or no prospect of being able to pay even the carrying 
charges. 

“If less thought were given to finding new ways to borrow 
money and more effort made to straighten out the railroad in- 
dustry so that it can actively go after and develop the traffic it 
needs, most of the troubles that now confront us would disap- 
pear,” said he. 

Subsidy Suggested 


If the public was going to continue to furnish the water- 
ways and trucks with free right-of-way, said Mr. Joyce, the 
problem of maintaining the railroad right-of-way could not be 
ignored. In the five years 1934 to 1938, he said the C. G. W. 
spent nearly $12,000,000 to maintain its right-of-way and then 
had to pay taxes of nearly $4,400,000. Maintenance of way and 
taxes consumed almost 19 per cent of its total revenue. He 
said the railroads ought to spend about $500,000,000 a year to 
maintain their right-of-way and this had to be paid either by 
the traffic carried or through some form of taxation. If the 
government assumed 25 per cent of it, or $125,000,000 a year, 
it would amount to about $530 a mile. 

“This should be entirely free of any commitment of govern- 
ment ownership or operation, but ought to be under a strict 
supervision to see that the money was efficiently spent and 
went entirely for labor and materials,” said he. 

Government operation of barge lines should be stopped, he 
said. 

“The situation as we see it,” said he, “is to amend the law 
so as to make possible these things: 


Enable the railroads to compete on fair and equal terms with all 
other transportation, 
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Enable the railroads to develop a service that will fully meet the 
needs of commerce and secure for them the amount of traffic needed 
to support their operations. 

Enable the railroads to restore employment. 
entire country. 

Permit the railroads to initiate and change rates as they find it 
necessary to do so, subject to regulation by the Commission to remove 
or prevent discrimination, preference, prejudice and undue advantage 
or disadvantage. 

Straighten out conditions within the railroad industry so that each 
part of the railroad system will have equal opportunity to develop and 
serve the section of the country dependent upon it. 

Enable the railroads to support themselves on earnings and not by 
piling up debt that they may never be able to repay. 


This will benefit the 


Mississippi Valley Association 


Opposition of the Mississippi Valley Association to regula- 
tion of river carriers and to imposition of tolls on such carriers 
was presented to the committee March 15 by Cleveland A. New- 
ton, general counsel and chairman of the executive committee. 
The committee-of-six bill, he pointed out, proposed to levy tolls 
for use of inland waterways except the Great Lakes. In answer 
to questions he said the association was against the regulation 
and tolls proposed but indicated that if Congress decided to 
enact legislation along those lines it should be made to apply 
to all water carriers in domestic service. 

Options on sites along the Mississippi River had been taken 
by manufacturers, he said, but they were not building factories 
because of fear that such legislation as that proposed before the 
committee would be enacted. He said, in alluding to loss of 
population in the states of Missouri, Iowa and Nebraska, that 
enactment of the proposed legislation would further drive manu- 
facturing to the coasts. This would not be in the public interest 
as industry in the midst of agriculture was needed, he said. 
The committee-of-six, he said, was composed entirely of railroad 
men and the public had no voice in its deliberations, yet it 
would have to pay the bill. 


Representative Mapes, of Michigan, said he had received a 
letter from an independent oil jobber who charged that “cheap 
water transportation is a joke,” contending that he had to pay the 
full rail rates on shipments of oil which had moved partly by 
water. All the independent jobbers obtained, he said, was a 
chance to pay tribute to the amount of $150 a car. Mr. Newton 
thought that the consumer benefited by cheap water transporta- 
tion and said he would like to see the statement made by the 
independent oil jobber checked. 

Mr. Newton declared the railroads were not as bad off 
financially as it had been asserted. Those that were, he indi- 
cated, should go through bankruptcy as other businesses had to 
do. He opposed taking from the army engineers the duty of 
passing on waterway projects. If water carriers were to be 
regulated by the Commission, he said in answer to a question, 
he believed the Commission should be reorganized and mem- 
bers appointed who had had experience in the different kinds 
of transportation to be regulated. 


Barge Line for Regulation 


Edward Clemens, vice-president of the Mississippi Valley Barge 
Line Company, privately owned and operated line on the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, favored regulation of river carriers but 
opposed imposition of tolls. He said a substantial portion of 
the company’s operations was now under federal regulation, 
referring to joint rail-and-barge rates and joint water rates. 
Only the company’s port-to-port rates were free from regula- 
tion, he said, adding it was perhaps only fair that the rates 
should be published and rigidly maintained to the same extent 
as was required in connection With rail rates. 

Mr. Clemens believed the Commission should have power 
to establish minimum rates where one of the carriers in a joint 
through route was a water carrier. He also interposed no objec- 
tion to exercise of the minimum rate power with respect to port- 
to-port rates, as he believed that it would prevent destructive 
competition and discrimination among various shippers or 
localities. 


Speaking also for the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Com- 
pany, Harry C. Ames discussed the provision in the committee- 
of-six bill providing for tolls. He remarked that if there was to 
be a codification of the interstate commerce act, Congress or 
the Commission should make it, and not the railroads, the 
reference being to the committee-of-six bill, H. R. 4862. 

“On the face of it, it would seem fair that any transpor- 
tation agency operating on a navigable stream for profit, even 
if it be doing so as a quasi-public servant, should interpose no 
objection to the payment out of its revenues of a reasonable 
sum to compensate the government for the money it has spent 
in keeping the waters navigable,” said Mr. Ames. 

“But the inherent danger in enacting and administering a 
statute of this character lies in the proposition as to whether 
it is safe or just to consider the matter only on its face.” 
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Mr. Ames said that for purposes of flood control and na- 
tional defense inland streams such as the Ohio and Mississippi 
would be kept open and navigable. Inasmuch as the work 
would be done anyway, he continued, it seemed to him that the 
public question presented was whether, under regulation, com- 
mercial navigation should not be permitted at rates differen- 
tially related to the rail rates so as to pass on to the public 
some additional measure of benefit, more concrete and dis- 
cernible than its share of the benefits out of flood control or 
national defense, in the way of a saving in freight rates. 

On streams not now open to navigation and not necessary 
to be opened for flood control, Mr. Ames said he saw real 
merit in the proposition that great care should be exercised in 
deterining whether real public interest would be served in 
opening them up. He said that sort of legislation would be 
constructive but that on streams such as the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi it would be a practical mistake to levy tolls. 

Addressing himself particularly to the tolls provision of the 
committee-of-six bill, Mr. Ames pointed out instances in which 
it would be unfair to impose tolls on the river carriers and not 
on carriers on the Great Lakes, and in the coastwise trades. 
The line for which he spoke, he said, was in competition with 
the rail route from Pittsburgh to Baltimore, thence coastwise 
to New Orleans. He also pointed out that harbors, though 
improved at public expense, were not included in the tolls 
provision. 

In remarks in the House, March 14, Representative Gerlach, 
of Pennsylvania, said removal of all favoritism and inequalities 
was essential to the healthful functioning of the transportation 
industry. He said there should be equalization with respect to 
regulation, taxation and subsidies. He said the records showed 
there had been substantial increases “in the already high 
salaries of railroad presidents and vice-presidents,” and that 
“this practice cannot be justified in these hard times.” 


Fourth Section Repeal 


Repeal of the fourth section of the interstate commerce act 
was opposed before the committee March 16 by Ira L. Ewers, 
appearing for the American Merchant Marine Institute, and 
W. J. Petersen, for Pacific coast steamship owners operating 
along and to and from the Pacific cost in coastwise, intercoastal 
and foreign trades. The organizations for which the latter 
spoke are the Pacific American Steamship Association, the Ship- 
owners’ Association of the Pacific Coast and the Pacific Coast 
Protective League. 

Mr. Ewers said the carriers for whom he spoke could not 
accept coordination with repeal of the fourth section or enact- 
ment of a commodities clause under which an industrial carrier 
could not operate as a common contract carrier, as proposed 
by the railroads. 

The Institute, he ontinued, was unanimous in the view that 
in any scheme of coordination each class of carriers should be 
permitted to operate in its own economic sphere. Competition 
among the various classes of carriers, he indicated, should be 
carried on under normal rates for each class and not at sub- 
normal rates for one class such as the railroads in order to 
take business from the water lines. He also said the Institute 
held that regulation of water carriers should not be unreason- 
able or excessive. He made the point that, because of limited 
volume of water traffic, the water carriers could not stand 
expenses of regulation to the extent to which the rail carriers 
could. Unnecessary duplication of regulation should be avoided, 
said he. 

Referring to the provisions in the Lea bill, H. R. 2531, giv- 
ing the Commission power to fix minimum rates of all carriers, 
Mr. Ewers said there was a question whether it might not be 
necessary to try a case before the “primary” regulating agency 
which, in the case of the water lines would be the Maritime 
Commission, and then also before the Commission if competitive 
aspects developed. He thought such an arrangement would be 
unwise. He referred to the provisions in the Bland water car- 
rier regulation bill providing for a coordinating agency. 

Chairman Lea asked Mr. Ewers if it was fair to say that 
those for whom he spoke believed in unified regulatory control 
by an agency competent, unbiased and fair as an abstract propo- 
sition. 

“Yes, with the qualification that the cost of regulation must 
not be excessive,” said Mr. Ewers. 


The entire problem, he added, was as how coordination 
could be farily and effectively accomplished. He said the rail- 
roads had been told if they would drop their fourth section 
and commodity clause proposals, the water lines and the rail 
lines would get along better. Every time the water lines were 
invited to be regulated, however, he said, they were confronted 
with what they considered the “ulterior motives” of the rail- 
roads. The railroad purpose, said he, was not to compete at 
normal, economic rates. The railroads would not have to take 
all the traffic of water lines to put them out of business, he 
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said, because of the small volume of traffic of the water lines. 

Mr. Petersen said the Pacific Coast shipping industry, rep- 
resenting 250 ships of an aggregate tonnage of 2,000,000 tons, 
had been most viciously harassed, that it had been confronted 
with drastic strikes and government regulations, and that from 
time to time it had to appear before Congress in an attempt 
to prevent enactment of legislation that would further depress 
it and make its progress more difficult. The Pacific coastwise 
traffic had virtually disappeared, he said. In the foreign trade 
the American lines had been unable to make depreciation to 
replace vessels while foreign lines had put modern ships in the 
trade. He addressed his remarks chiefly to the proposal that 
the fourth section be repealed, contending if that were done 
the steamship lines competing with the railroads would be put 
out of business. As to regulation he said the deep sea lines 
were completely regulated by the Maritime Commission. 

Representative Martin, of Colarado, and Representative 
Youngdahl, of Minnesota, who have introduced the so-called 
Pettengill bill for repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause, indi- 
cated by interrogation the view that producers in the interior 
should be enabled to reach the coasts by railroad. Mr. Martin 
said the interior was drying up under present conditions while 
Mr. Youngdahl indicated disagreement with the view expressed 
by Mr. Petersen that the railroads were the principal advocates 
of repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause. 


MONEY NEEDS OF RAILWAYS 


Steam railway officials, in reports to the Commission, show 
that in the three-year period, 1939-1941, the railroads should 
spend $779,577,172 to make up deferred maintenance and for 
improvements and betterments. That amount would be in 
addition to normal maintenance and would not have reference 
to any sum which might be needed to meet maturing obliga- 
tions incurred in that period. 

The foregoing is the substance of a general summary made 
by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics from the replies to 
statistical series circular No. 26 issued by the Commission 
December 12, 1938 (see Traffic World, Dec. 24, p. 1339). 

Data as to deferred maintenance and money needed to 
finance improvements were requested by the Commission by 
circular No. 26 on account of discussions as to the situation 
of the railways. The Commission in asking for reports from 
railway officials said there was need for more exact and au- 
thoritative information on that point than was then available. 

In their replies to the circular the officials based their 
estimates on an assumed traffic as large as that of 1937. The 
Bureau of Statistics report, or study, was issued as information. 
It has not been considered or adopted by the Commission, 
according to a declaration made on the first page of the com- 
pilation. 

According to a summary of the replies made by the bureau, 
there was deferred maintenance on the railway properties 
amounting to $283,820,066, at the end of 1938. The bureau 
said that that was to be taken as a minimum and was subject 
to qualifications. 

The reports from the officials further indicate, the sum- 
mary says, that $495,757,106 should be expended in the three- 
year period for additions, betterments and extensions to enable 
the carriers to handle traffic more cheaply or expeditiously. 
The summary further says: 


The reports incidate that of the $283,820,066 shown above as de- 
ferred maintenance there should be spent in the three-year period 1939- 
1941, $221,027,268, or $73,675,756, as an annual average. It appears that 
the deferred maintenance need not all be made up in the next three 
years. Adding this annual amount for deferred maintenance to the 
annual requirement for additions, betterments, and extensions, gives 
the sum which steam railway officials say they should spend as an 
annual average in the next three years above normal maintenance with 
a traffic volume of 1937 as $238,928,125, or a total of $716,784,374 for the 
three-year period. This total must be taken as conservative. It does 
not represent all the work the railway managers would like to do ‘‘if 
they had the money’’ to bring the properties to a high engineering 
standard. 

The inquiry was also made as to how much the above totals would 
be increased if a traffic 10 per cent greater than that of 1937 were as- 
sumed for 1939. The replies are to the effect that this assumption would 
increase the estimate of deferred maintenance by $94,851,730; that is, 
to a total of $378,671,796, and it would increase the amount given for 
additions and betterments and extensions by $19,990,825 or to $515,- 
747,931 for the three-year period, 1939-1941. 

If the deferred maintenance were all made up in this period, and 
if the traffic should average 10 per cent larger than that of 1937, the 
total amount of money that could be used above normal maintenance 
in the three-year period would thus be $894,419,727. If divided equally, 
this would be $298,139,909 a year for each of the three years. It is not 
to be supposed that railways need loans of this amount. Much of it 
could come out of revenues if traffic returned to the level indicated. 


The bureau’s report on the returns from railway officials, 
called “Financial Requirements of Railways,” shows the returns 
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for the carriers as individuals. It also carries statements made 
by officers of various companies in Ex Parte 123 as to the needs 
of carriers for which they were speaking. 


PENSION ACT AMENDMENT 


Bills proposing various amendments to the railroad retire- 
ment act have been referred by Chairman Wheeler to a sub- 
committee of the Senate interstate commerce committee headed 
by Snator Neely, of West Virginia. 


PENSION BOARD CHANGES 


The Railroad Retirement Board has announced it has ef- 
fected a recasting of its entire organization so as to integrate 
the administration of the railroad retirement act, and the rail- 
road unemployment insurance act under which payment of 
benefits will begin July 1. 

The plan, said the board, grouped the administrative units 
into staff and operations branches. The staff branch includes 
the following bureaus: Law, research and information, gen- 
eral control, and audits and investigations. The operations 
branch includes the following: Employment and claims, wage 
and service records, administrative services and prior service 
records. 

James G. Robinson, appointed last September as director 
of unemployment insurance, will serve in addition as coordi- 
nator of operations, and in that capacity will be head of the 
operations branch. 

Walter J. Couper, formerly assistant chief economist of 
—. board, has been appointed director of employment and 
claims. 

J. Lindsey de Valliere, formerly in fiscal administration 
work for the state of New Jersey, has been made assistant 
director of employment and claims. 

Glendon J. Mowitt, formerly chief budget examiner of the 
state of Michigan, has charge of the bureau of general control. 

Walter Matscheck, of Kansas City, Mo., formerly a mem- 
ber of the staff of the committee of public administration and 
committee on social security of the Social Science Research 
Council, has been appointed chief inspector. 

Charles L. Hodge, of St. Louis, Mo., formerly secretary 


of the board, has been made director of the division of em- 
ployment service. 


FUTURE OF RAILWAY RATES 


Pointing out that the question of the future of railway 
rates and its sister problem of road transport rates were among 
the chief concerns of several countries, L. H. E. Delanney, 
head of the transport and communications department of the 
International Chamber of Commerce, has suggested that an 
international exchange of views might be useful for purposes 
of clarification. In that field the international chamber, says 
he, is in a position, by reason of its contacts, to accomplish a 
valuable task. Its studies on railway questions as well as 
those concerning the problem of rail and road coordination 
constitute, according to his views, a satisfactory basis of in- 
vestigation, which should of course, be revised and completed 
in the light of recent developments. 

Can the regulation of railway charges be abolished and 
relegated to the realm reserved for obsolete and pettifogging 
restrictions, is one of the questions posed by Mr. Delanney. 
Is it possible, he further asks in listing the things that might 
be considered, to take the view that, even for the mining and 
heavy industries, the transport monopoly of the railways is 
extremely limited; that such industries as are not situated in 
the vicinity of a waterway can take to the road and find in 
these alternative facilities a fully adequate safeguard against 
the remote possibility of the railways misusing their rating 
freedom ? 

Mr. Delanney made the suggestions indicated and others 
at a meeting in Paris February 13. At that meeting he also 
submitted a paper on rail and tariff regulations. At the same 
meeting Jean Mottet, director of the transport office of the 
chamber of commerce of Paris, submitted a paper on the 
“acceleration of goods transport by rail’ from the users point 
of view. The papers were issued from the headquarters of 
the international chamber, 38 Cours Albert, I-er, Paris VIII e. 


NET INCOME FIGURES 


Class I railroads, exclusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, had a net income of $22,225,377 in December, 1938, as 
compared with a net income of $5,742,425 in December, 1937, 
according to the commission’s monthly statement (M-125) on 
selected income and balance sheet items of Class I steam rail- 
ways in the United States. For 1938 the carriers had a deficit 


in net income of $122,911,784 (see Traffic World, March 4, p. 
486). 


—— 





March 18, 1939 


WHEELER ON RAIL LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee, after calling on President Roosevelt March 15 to invite 
him to attend the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the 
state of Montana, between July 1 and 9, said he had told the 
President progress was being made in the consideration of 
legislation affecting the railroads and that several bills would 
be introduced shortly. He said he would not introduce an 
“omnibus” bill, as he thought it better procedure to separate 
proposals so that members might vote on them separately. If 
an omnibus bill were reported, he believed, members in some 
instances would vote against the entire bill because opposed 
to certain provisions. 

Opposition to repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause was 
reiterated by Senator Wheeler, who said one of his proposals, 
however, would provide for regulation of water carriers. He 
said he would introduce a railroad reorganization bill, one of 
the objectives of which would be to prevent stockholders whose 
securities had no value, preventing reorganization. He said 
he favored relieving railroads of burdens incident to reconstruc- 
tion of bridges across navigable waterways. 

William C. Dickerman, president of the American Locomo- 
tive Company, also a caller at the White House, said that Sen- 
ator Wheeler was the “Moses to lead us into the promised land,” 
with respect to railroad legislation. 

The sooner the railroad problem could be solved, said he, 
the better it would be for the whole country. While the rail- 
roads would be the chief beneficiaries, the heavy goods indus- 
tries would be stimulated, said he. 


WHEELER RAIL INQUIRY 


Senator Wheeler has asked the Senate for $10,000 addi- 
tional to complete reports resulting from the railroad investi- 
gation conducted by the subcommittee of the Senate interstate 
commerce committee into railroad financing. 


TRANSPORTATION BILLS 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant ma- 
rine and fisheries, has introduced H. R. 4983, a bill to amend 
sections 712 and 902 of the merchant marine act, 1936, relative 
to the requisitioning of vessels. 

Senator LaFollette has introduced S. 1784, a bill to amend 
the railroad retirement act with respect to eligibility to 
annuities. 


R. R. CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 


Capital expenditures for equipment and other improve- 
ments to railway property made by the Class I railroads in 
1938 totaled $226,937,000, according to the Association of 
American Railroads. ‘This was a decrease of $282,856,000 be- 
low such expenditures in 1937, and a decrease of $72,054,000 
compared with those in 1936,” said the association. “It also 
was a decrease of $645,671,000 compared with 1930. 

“The decrease in capital expenditures in 1938 compared 
with the preceding year resulted not only from a falling off in 
purchases of locomotives, freight and passenger cars, and other 
equipment, but also to a decline in expenditures for heavier 
rail, additional ballast and other improvements to roadway 
and structures. 

“Of the total capital expenditures made in 1938, $115,- 
408,000 was for locomotives, freight and passenger train cars, 
and other equipment and $111,529,000 was for roadway and 
structures. Capital expenditures in 1938 for equipment were 
a decrease of $207,469,000 compared with such expenditures 
in 1937, and a decrease of $43,696,000 compared with 1936. 
For roadway and structures, capital expenditures in 1938 were 
a decrease of $75,387,000 compared with 1937 and a decrease 
of $28,358,000 compared with 1936. 

“Expenditures for locomotives in 1938 totaled $39,570,000 
compared with $59,738,000 in the preceding year. For freight 
train cars, $52,814,000 were expended, compared with $212,- 
902,000 in 1937, while for passenger train cars, $18,149,000 were 
expended, compared with $41,491,000 in the previous year. 
For other equipment, the railroads in 1938 expended $4,875,000 
pg was about half of the amount spent for such purposes 
in 1937, 

“Among the capital expenditures for roadway and struc- 
tures made in 1938 was $17,247,000 for heavier rail, compared 
with $29,149,000 in the preceding year. The railroads also 
spent $18,231,000 for bridges, trestles and culverts in 1938, 
which was approximately $1,300,000 less than was spent in the 
preceding year, and $7,569,000 for yards and sidings, one-half 
as much as was spent the year before. Expenditures made 
in the past year for additional ballast, shops and engine 
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houses, station and office buildings, signals, and for other im- 
provements were in each instance less than in 1937. 

“Capital expenditures made annually by the Class I rail- 
roads in the past ten years follow: 1938, $226,937,000; 1937, 
$509,793,000; 1936, $298,991,000; 1935, $188,302,000; 1934, $212,- 
712,000; 1933, $103,947,000; 1932, $167,194,000; 1931, $361,- 
912,000; 1930, $872,608,000, and 1929, $853,721,000.” 


RETIREMENT BOARD AND CIVIL SERVICE 

President Roosevelt, by order, based on the recommenda- 
tion of the Railroad Retirement Board, has authorized the ap- 
pointment without compliance with the competitive require- 
ments of the civil service rules of employes of the board as 
follows: Controller; chief of plans and procedure; director 
of research; chief inspector; assistant chief inspector; assistant 
director, employment and claims; director of employment serv- 
ice; and regional directors. 

The exemption is to apply to initial appointments subject 
to the establishment before the Civil Service Commission of 
the requisite qualifications in the case of each man to be ap- 
pointed. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


The Commission has issued a summary, statement No. 
M-300, of wage statistics of Class I steam railways in the United 
States for 1938, prepared by its Bureau of Statistics. It is a 
consolidation of the twelve monthly summaries of wage statis- 
tics for that year, and switching and terminal companies are 
not included in the figures hereinafter shown. The average num- 
ber of employes shown for that year was 939,505, a decrease 
of 175,572, or 15.75 per cent, compared with 1,115,077 in 1937. 
The total compensation was $1,746,193,567, a decrease of 12.04 
per cent, as compared with $1,985,323,363 in 1937. As of Au- 
gust 1, 1937, said the statement, a wage increase of 5 cents 
an hour was granted to certain classes of “non-operating” 
employes, and as of October 1, 1937, an increase of 44 cents 
a day was granted to transportation employes, and those higher 
rates were in effect throughout 1938. 

It said that the average number of employes who received 
pay in the month, as distinguished from the number at middle 
of month, decreased from 1,233,816 in 1937 to 1,041,290 in 1938, 
or 15.6 per cent. 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 


Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, at the middle of February, 1939, 
totaled 941,979, an increase of .32 per cent compared with Feb- 
ruary, 1938, and an increase of 1.31 per cent compared with 
January, 1939, according to a compilation made by the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of. Statistics. 

Executives, officials and staff assistants totaled 11,727, a 
decrease of 3.88 per cent compared with February, 1938, and 
an increase of .07 per cent compared with January, 1939. Pro- 
fessional, clerical and general employes totaled 161,028, a de- 
crease of 4.23 per cent compared with February, 1938, and an 
increase of .31 per cent compared with January, 1939. Mainte- 
nance of way and structures employes numbered 172,381, an 
increase of 3.03 per cent compared with February, 1938, and 
an increase of 3.05 per cent compared with January, 1939. 
Maintenance of equipment and stores employes numbered 256,- 
951, an increase of 3.96 per cent compared with February, 1938, 
and an increase of 1.78 per cent compared with January, 1939. 
Transportation employes (other than train, engine and yard) 
totaled 122,816, a decrease of 1.10 per cent compared with Feb- 
ruary, 1938, and an increase of 1.83 per cent compared with 
January, 1939. Transportation employes (yardmasters, switch- 
tenders, and hostlers) totaled 12,063, a decrease of 3.51 per 
cent compared with February, 1938, and a decrease of .39 per 
cent compared with January, 1939. Transportation employes 
(train and engine service) numbered 205,013, a decrease of 1.20 
per cent compared with February, 1938, and an increase of 
.05 per cent as compared with January, 1939. 


REVISE RATES, SAYS DICK 


Fairman R. Dick, New York investment banker, speaking 
to the Allegheny Regional Advisory Board at its meeting in 
Pittsburgh, March 16, advanced proposals that the railroads 
“streamline” their rate structures and formulate new pro- 
cedures in rate-making in order to meet more effectively motor 
truck competition. Mr. Dick, who is chairman of the research 
committee of the Transportation Association of America, de- 
clared that the present financial crisis of the railroads could 
be met and their credit restored only by ending the diversion 
of traffic and the shrinking of revenues that have undermined 
investor confidence. 


“The railroads have stood by, content with ‘skimmed milk,’ 
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while their truck competitors have drained away the cream 
of railroad traffic,” said he. “If this situation were frankly 
met by readjusting the higher rate classifications, which in- 
volves, after all, less than 5 per cent of total rail traffic volume, 
not only would these sharpshooting practices be ended, but 
much of the lost tonnage would be restored to the rails. 


“Careful studies have demonstrated that operating costs 
for 5-ton trucks approximate 2.4 cents a ton-mile. When it is 
remembered that the average rate for all railroad traffic is one 
cent a ton-mile, and that less than 5 per cent of present rail 
tonnage moves at a rate of over 2.5 cents a ton-mile, it will be 
found that the area of effective truck competition is actually 
very limited. Thus, I have reached the conclusion that the 
theory that truck competition is preventing the railroad from 
adjusting their rates to a sound relationship to costs is wholly 
and completely false. 


“The rate structure under which our railroads have been 
operating originated in the past when the railroads were, in 
effect, a monopoly—at least in regard to the field in which the 
trucks now operate. Rates were constructed on a theory called 
‘what the traffic will bear.’ They were adjusted not in relation 
to the cost of transporting the commodity itself, but in relation 
to the value of the commodity transported. 


“When the trucks entered the field, a substantial volume 
of traffic was being transported at rates far in excess of rail- 
road costs, which offered an opportunity to truck operators to 
obtain a substantial traffic volume at rates far in excess of 
truck costs. Under present rate schedules, for example, a truck 
could make a round trip between Chicago and Dallas, Texas, 
with an operating cost of $548 and earn over $1,500. From 
numerous instances such as this, the evidence seems clear that, 
if the railroads continue their attempts to collect relatively high 
charges on their more valuable traffic, they will in the end, lose 
it all to the trucks. 


“The problem of readjusting our rate structure to conform 
to present competitive conditions is not as serious as it might 
appear on the surface. Downward revisions in rates that fur- 
nish ~ream for the trucks can be counter-balanced by almost 
microscopic readjustments in classifications that the trucks can- 
not touch. If ‘cream’ constitutes 5 per cent and ‘skimmed milk’ 
95 per cent, a one cent reduction in rates for cream requires a 
compensatory revision of only one-twentieth of one cent in the 
skimmed-milk rate. 


“The fact of the matter is that, with the advent of truck 
competition, the railroads are no longer able to ask the con- 
sumer of caviar, who pays one dollar for a spoonful in a res- 
taurant, to include, in the price of that spoonful, part of the 
railroads’ cost of transporting, say, a ton of coal. We must rec- 
ognize that heavy commodities must pay more of their own 
way than they have in the past. A change of only one-half 
mill, applied to the total of 1938 railroad ton-miles, affects 
railroad revenues, either up or down, by $150,000,000. As slight 
an increase as one-half mill a ton-mile on non-competitive 
traffic would, I believe, be sufficient to safeguard railroad earn- 
ing power and make possible the restoration of railroad credit. 
Indeed, the recapture of business that would follow, added to 
the economies which the railroads can effect once their credit 
has been restored, may make unnecessary even this small 
readjustment. 


“Much talk is heard that railroads are no longer indis- 
pensable, that their facilities and plant are larger than the 
needs of the country call for. This overlooks two important 
facts—the ever-present factor of deterioration and obsolescence 
as well as the fact that, in contrast to 1,750,000 freight cars of 
48-ton capacity owned by the railroads in 1936, there are only 
93,000 trucks of 5 tons or over in service throughout the nation. 
Let me give you a striking comparison of freight movement by 
rail and by truck. 


“On a representative day in 1938, the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road moved between Pittsburgh and Altoona, a distance of 113.9 
miles, a total of 162,756 net tons of freight. This was trans- 
ported in 108 freight trains, containing 4,089 loaded cars, and 
was handled by 575 employes. 


“To move a similar volume of freight by highway in 5-ton 
trucks would require 32,551 vehicles, each manned by at least 
one employe. If these were spaced the legal distance of 500 
feet apart required by the Pennsylvania law, they would cover 
a total of 3,084 miles of highway, or about the distance from 
Los Angeles, Calif., to Philadelphia, Pa. We have, therefore, 
a definite comparison of 575 railroad employes moving the 
same volume of freight that requires over 32,000 truck drivers. 


“Quite obviously, the railroads are not now, nor are they 
likely to be, an obsolete system of transport, no longer essen- 
tial to American industry. Yet the simple fact is that investors 
will no longer buy railroad securities. Investors can get along 
without the railroads but the railroads cannot function without 
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continuous investor support. 
revenues are essential.” 


To that end, adequate railroad 


GREAT LAKES BOARD 

The Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board will hold its 
forty-seventh regular and sixteenth annual meeting at Cleve- 
land, O., March 22, at the Hotel Cleveland, with Leonard Simms, 
W.T.M., General Foods, Inc., Battle Creek, president, presiding. 
He will be assisted by W. E. Maloney, T.C., Corn Exchange, 
Buffalo, vice-president, and Andrew H. Brown, T.C., Cleveland 
Chamber of Commerce, general secretary. The chairman of the 
committee on arrangements is Carl T. Stripp, traffic manager, 
National Malleable & Steel Castings Co., Cleveland, and the 
chairman of the railroad section of the committee is G. D. 
Brooke, president, Chesapeake and Ohio, Cleveland. 

Considerable attention is expected to be given to transpor- 
tation legislation. 

There will be an address at the noon luncheon by Samuel 
B. Botsford, executive vice-president, Buffalo Chamber of Com- 
merce, on “The Old St. Lawrence Project Discussed in the Light 
of Present Conditions.” The luncheon will be under the auspices 
of the Great Lakes Board, the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Traffic Club of Cleveland. 

The reports of the shippers’ transportation requirements for 
the second quarter of this year will be presented by the chair- 
men of the commodity committees. W. J. McGarry will re- 
view national transportation conditions. 

The loss and damage prevention committee, of which J. R. 
Rouce, traffic representative, F. W. Woolworth Company, Cleve- 
land, is chairman, will consider various measures which have 
been adopted to prevent loss and damage and discuss plans 
for the board’s participation in the nationwide observance of 
April as Perfect Shipping and Careful Handling Month. 


ATLANTIC STATES ADVISORY BOARD 


The forty-ninth regular meeting of the Atlantic States 
Shippers Advisory Board will be held at Binghampton, N. Y., 
April 5 and 6. 

All of the sessions will be held at the Arlington Hotel with 
George F. Hichborn, general traffic manager, U. S. Rubber Com- 
pany, general chairman o fthe board, presiding. He will be 
assisted by C. J. Goodyear, traffic manager, Philadelphia and 
Reading Coal and Iron Company, first alternate general chair- 
man, A. C. Welsh, transportation secretary, Brooklyn Chamber 
of Commerce, second alternate general chairman, and W. W. 
Pierce, traffic manager, Pyrene Manufacturing Company, gen- 
eral secretary. 

Railroad representation at the meeting will include G. Metz- 
man, manager of freight transportation, New York Central 
System, chairman of the railroad contact committee, repre- 
sentatives from all railroads in Eastern Territory, together with 
W. C. Kendall, chairman, Car Service Division, Association of 
American Railroads, and A. P. Stevens, district manager of 
the car service division. 

Considerable attention is expected to be given to transpor- 
tation legislation. 

Reports of shippers’ transportation requirements for the 
second quarter of this year will be presented by the chairman 
of the commodity committees. W. C. Kendall, chairman of the 
Car Service Division of the Association of American Railroads, 
will review national transportation conditions, and A. P. Stevens, 
district manager of the Car Service Division, New York, will 
talk on service conditions throughout the board territory. 

On the first day there will be a meeting of the freight loss 
and damage prevention committee, of which H. M. Frazer, of 
F. W. Woolworth Company, is chairman. This committee will 
consider various measures to prevent loss and damage and 
discuss plans for the board’s participation in the nation-wide 
observance of April as Perfect Shipping and Careful Handling 
Month. 

The Chamber of Commerce of Binghamton will entertain 
out of town representatives at a banquet in the Arlington Hotel 
the evening of April 6. 


INTERSTATE TRADE BARRIERS 


Representative Cannon, of Missouri, has introduced H. Res. 
122 providing for appointment by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of a select committee of five members of the 
House to be known as the select committee on barriers to in- 
ternal trade in farm products for the purpose of considering 
and making legislative recommendations with respect to the 
problems presented in the special report on “Barriers to In- 
ternal Trade in Farm Products (see Traffic World, March 11, 
p. 559). The committee would report not later than January 
10, 1940. Senator Wiley, of Wisconsin, has introduced S. Res. 
101, providing for a special committee of three senators to 
investigate barriers to interstate commerce. 
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REGIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 


The bill, S. 1758, introduced by Senator Pepper, of Florida, 
proposing amendments to the interstate commerce act so as to 
“rectify interterritorial freight-rate disadvantages” (see Traffic 
World, March 11), amends section 6 of the interstate commerce 
act by adding paragraph 14 so as to have it say that “it shall be 
unlawful and illegal for any common carrier,” to charge a 
higher rate for the transportation of freight from any origin 
within one of the three major classification territories to any 
destination within any other one of the three major classifica- 
tion territories than the published charge for like traffic for like 
distances under the published or prescribed distance scales 
generally applicable thereto within the destination territory. 

The bill provides that where the interterritorial distance 
exceeds the longest distance in the published intraterritorial 
scale, the maximum charge shall be computed by extending the 
scale at the same sate of progression as that which is employed 
in the final mileage block of the scale; also that the distances 
shall be computed over the short-line route from the midpoint 
in the origin group or mileage block to the midpoint in the 
destination group or mileage block. 

The bill provides that the paragraphs just outlined shall 
be applied in connection with the existing published or pre- 
scribed class rates, ratings, and exceptions to the classifications, 
to rates based on percentages of class rates, to specific rates 
which are graded according to distance or determined by use 
of or related to distance scales, and to commodity-rate scales 
within the respective destination territories. Any charge on any 
interterritorial shipment made after the effective date of the 
proposed section, the bill declares to be illegal to the extent and 
the difference between the existing published or prescribed inter- 
territorial charge and the charge that would be legal under 
the rule proposed in the bill. 

The bill directs the Commission, after the passage of the 
bill, and before its effective date, to make tentative interim 
estimates of the probable revenue effects which may result from 
the operation of the amended section 6 and shall authorize the 
carriers to make such immediate and interim changes in the 
intraterritorial rate structure and in the rate structure of the 
nation as a whole as may, in its opinion, compensate for such 
estimated revenue effects; and later, after hearing and investi- 
gation of the actual revenue effects of the proposed section, it 
shall authorize the carriers to make such changes in the interim 
rates as in its opinion the facts may warrant. 

The bill also directs the Commission, after the passage 
and before the effective date of the amendment, to make its 
own tentative interim bases for the adjustment of primary divi- 
sions of the joint interterritorial rates as between the carriers 
as a whole within each of the respective classification terri- 
tories, so as to compensate for the revenue effects of this sec- 
tion. It authorizes the Commission to require retroactive and 
future readjustments of divisions. 

Interior Iowa is seriously affected by interterritorial rate 
inequalities and cannot honestly object to some of the purposes 
of S. J. Res. 27, S. 126, S. 137 and S. 158, the sectional rate 
bills, particularly when industries in interior Iowa would be 
placed in a position to compete with industries located at or 
east of the Mississippi River, according to a letter written to 
Senators Gillette and Herring, of Iowa, by Harry F. Sundberg, 
manager of the Cedar Rapids (Ia.) Chamber of Commerce 
traffic bureau. 

Mr. Sundberg said fixing of rates by legislative acts was 
not desired if substantial justice might be obtained through 
existing channels. 

“Interior Iowa,” said he, “has fought for years to break 
down the rate barrier which has been set up by the railroads 
when they use the Mississippi River as a dividing line between 
eastern and midwestern rate territories. The Mississippi River 
is used as the dividing line despite the fact that it is not the 
terminal between eastern and western lines, and despite the 
fact that river traffic has no controlling effect on east and 
west bound traffic by rail. The railroads, with the approval 
of the I. C. C., extend the eastern rate level to the west bank 
Mississippi River cities, Dubuque to St. Louis, inclusive, but 
refused to recognize interior Iowa cities, such as Cedar Rapids, 
Ottumwa, Waterloo, Marshalltown, Mason City, Des Moines, 
Newton, etc., on a common ground. 

“This arbitrary plan of rate-making is not in keeping with 
industrial, commercial and transportation similarity that exists 
in the area between Chicago and Des Moines. It places a bur- 
den on interior Iowa industries which have a rightful market 
in the territory east of the Mississippi River and north of the 
Ohio River and it favors the wholesalers and consumers located 
along the Mississippi River to the disadvantage of interior Iowa 
wholesalers and consumers of goods shipped from the east into 
Iowa. 

“T am not convinced that uniform rate levels are justified 
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nor possible in all existing rate territories, but any plan, 
whether railroad conceived or I. C. C. prescribed, which im- 
poses penalties on communities located near the border line of 
rate territories, is unjust and should be corrected. The I. C. C. 
is, today, responsible for a class rate adjustment which com- 
prises a higher step-up in rates between the Mississippi River 
and interior Iowa than they have prescribed in any rate scale 
for application in any other part of the United States. This 
is either in the interest of preserving railroad revenue or a 
belief that interior Iowa has no rightful claim to rates that 
reflect its geographical location with respect to the Mississippi 
River and the east.” 

Mr. Sundberg said Iowa was not an expensive operating 
territory, yet Iowa railroads were required to maintain their 
main line properties in a high state of efficiency for the handling 
of through traffic for which they were inadequately paid in 
revenue divisions by eastern and far western railroads. 


TARIFF SIMPLIFICATION 


The Association of American Railroads, traffic department, 
has issued tariff circular A. A. R. No. 2, canceling tariff circu- 
lar A. A. R. No. 1, containing recommendations of the commit- 
tee on freight tariffs for the information and guidance of tariff 
publishing agents and rate associations in the preparation and 
publication of tariffs. The circular was issued by W. J. Kelly, 
chairman of the committee on freight tariffs. The circular is 
part of the tariff simplification work that has been carried on 
by the railroads for a number of years. This circular carries 
64 recommendations for improvement of tariffs. The circular, 
according to the statement contained on its face, includes only 
those recommendations which relate to tariff construction and 
matters closely connected therewith. 

The circular has also been distributed by the National 
Industrial Traffic League’s committee on rate construction and 
tariffs of which H. A. Hollopeter is chairman. A notice by 
Executive Secretary Lacey, of the League, says that members 
having suggestions to offer address Mr. Hollopeter in care of 
the Indiana State Chamber of Commerce, Board of Trade 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 

The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-220, show- 
ing revenue traffic statistics of Class I steam railways in the 
United States, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, 
for December, 1938 and 1937, and for the twelve months ended 
with December, 1938 and 1937. It was prepared by the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of Statistics. 

The statement shows that there were 232,731 miles of road 
operated in freight service at the end of Decemebr, 1938, as 
compared with 233.802 miles in December, 1937; and 233,277 
miles for the twelve months ended with December. 1938, as 
compared with 234,224 miles for that period in 1937. These 
figures, the statement said, represented an average of the mile- 
age reported at the close of each month within the period. 

It also shows 125,347,855 revenue tons carried, 25,597,- 
471.000 revenue tons carried one mile, and $251,090,242 freight 
revenue for December. 1938. as compared with 119,243,115 
revenue tons carried, 24,816.594,000 revenue tons carried one 
mile, and $231,051,735 freight revenue in the same month last 
year. Comparisons in the twelve months period for 1938 and 
1937 showed 1,395,262,342 revenue tons carried, against 1,821,- 
108.365 tons: 290.154.410,000 revenue tons carried one mile, 
against 360.667.664.000 tons: and freight revenue of $2,854,- 
203,384 against $3,373,397,981. 


UNIFORM CLASSIFICATION, ETC. 


Following up his proposal submitted to the Hill subcom- 
mittee of the Senate interstate commerce committee that steps 
be taken to formulate a plan for obtaining uniform classifica- 
tion, more uniform rate levels, tariff simplification, and ad- 
equate rates and revenues (see Traffic World, March 11, p. 
545), J. A. Little, director of transportation of the Nebraska 
State Railway Commission, has written Commissioner East- 
man, Senator Hill, Chairman Lea, of the House interstate com- 
merce committee, and Edwy Taylor, chairman of the uniform 
motor freight classification committee of the National Associa- 
tion of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners. 

In his letter to Mr. Eastman, Mr. Little said that in 1910 
or 1911 there was a big drive for uniform classification, and 
that in its annual report to Congress in 1910 the Commission 
had stated that it appeared that the carriers were making a 
sincere effort to harmonize as far as possible the conflicting 
features of the various classifications, but the “stimulus of re- 
quirement” should be applied unless satisfactory results at an 
early day indicated that the desired uniformity would be 
brought about by voluntary action. 

In its report for 1911, the Commission, according to Mr. 
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Little, recommended the enactment of a requirement that the 
carriers should, within 5 years, provide and adopt a uniform 
classification. It said it thought that the experiences of the 
past justified the conclusion that if uniform classification were 
today agreed on by the carriers and the shippers, competitive 
influences and the desire for traffic would soon destroy that 
uniformity unless it were supported by the force of authority 
in law to require adoption, maintenance and observance thereof. 

“The utterly chaotic condition of classification, exceptions 
and unnecessary commodity rates designed to defeat erroneous 
classification which exists in all parts of the United States 
fully supports the view expressed by the Commission in this 
report to Congress,” said Mr. Little in his letter to Mr. 
Eastman. 

“TI think you will agree that we can establish and should 
have a uniform classification on a sound basis as an important 
step in the establishment of a more correct and equitable sys- 
tem of rates governing all competing carriers. 

“From a national viewpoint our system of rate making 
has broken down. The officers of individual lines and the A. 
A. R., loose federation of such lines, has not produced effec- 
tive leadership which ought to originate rate making proposals 
rising above the shadow of the shippers’ traffic club as it may 
affect the interests of specific railroads. The limitations im- 
posed upon regulatory commissions by law have made it im- 
possible for them to initiate and enforce the traffic policies 
which ought to have originated with the carriers. 

“In the public interest I therefore believe that Congress 
might wisely provide for a steering committee of carrier-ship- 
per-commission representatives to take the initiative in propos- 
ing uniform classification, simplified tariffs, more uniform rates 
and means of increasing gross and net carrier revenues.” 

Copies of his letter to Mr. Eastman were sent by Mr. 
Little to Senator Hill, Chairman Lea and Mr. Taylor. 


DECENTRALIZATION OF INDUSTRY 


A freight rate clerk in the New York office of the Sinclair 
Refining Company, Ralph L. Woods, has made a study of de- 
centralization of industry and has treated the subject with an 
eye to the part traffic and traffic men are playing in bring- 
ing about the change. The book, America Reborn, has just 
been published by Longmans, Green and Company, New York. 

The author approaches the question primarily, but not 
exclusively, from a transportation point of view. The publishers 
explain that, while the book is not a traffic treatise, it bears the 
stamp of having been written by one with an instinctive appre- 
ciation of the vital role transportation plays in economic life. 

For example, in indicting the present geographical con- 
centration of industry and population, Mr. Woods says that 
such centralizing factors as seaports, canals, the early railroads, 
and archaic ways of establishing freight rates, have long since 
been invalidated by new and different commercial forces. Rela- 
tively recent freight rate reforms are cited as an outstanding 
new commercial factor, although the author pleads for further 
rate reforms to eliminate discriminations against the south and 
west. The cross-hauling of freight is pointed to as a large 
and unnecessary item in the total and partly concealed charge 
business and consumers pay for physical distribution. 

In examining the nation’s industrial economy Mr. Woods 
illustrates the economic potency of freight rates in terms in- 
tended to make business men realize that rates are something 
more than a few digits extracted from a tariff. 

Although the book is addressed to business men in gen- 
eral, the author and publishers believe that traffic men will find 
it of special interest because it explores conditions that deter- 
mine the most economical location of industrial plants. Sec- 
tional tax and wage differentials, distributable electric power, 
the industrial utilization of farm products, and the economic 
and social waste of metropolis are discussed. A chapter is 
devoted to the relative merits of large and small plants. 

Mr. Woods says he first became interested in industrial 
decentralization when he endeavored to estimate the full signifi- 
cance of the Commission’s action in ordering the railroads to 
establish rates based more strictly on mileage. 


POSTALIZATION OF FAIR FARES 


John A. Hastings, author of the plant to postalize railroad 
rates, has asked the Association of American railroads to adopt 
a “postalized fair fare plan,” under which a passenger from 
Washington, D. C., in a coach would be able to attend the San 
Francisco fair and return home at a cost of $25 and go to and 
from the New York fair for $2.50. 

Mr. Hastings asked A. F. Cleveland, traffic vice-president 
of the association, to approve the plan. Mr. Cleveland told him 
that while the $25 suggestion was better than his original sug- 
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gestion, giving trip fare of about $9, it was still not good enough 
to afford more than axle grease cost and that he would not 
approve the plan. 

In announcing that he had submitted his plan to the asso- 
ciation, Mr. Hastings said that in the event it refused to accept 
it he would petition the Commission to direct its adoption. 

The $90 “grand circle rate” made by the railroads while 
lower than existing rates, was still out of reach of millions of 
Americans who might want to visit one or both of the world’s 
fairs, said Mr. Hastings. He added that the $90 fare would 
be limited in its possible use to less than eight per cent of 
the total population of the country. 


FACTS ABOUT THE RAILROADS 


“American railroads have the largest number of high speed 
passenger trains in the world,” says the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. 

“Passenger trains operating over 48,247 miles of daily runs 
in this country, now maintain schedules of sixty miles and more 
per hour. 

“Schedules of seventy miles and more per hour are main- 
tained by passenger trains in this country operating over runs 
totaling 4,415 miles. 

“The railroads in 1938 averaged 115 pounds of fuel to haul 
one thousand tons of freight and equipment a distance of one 
mile, compared with 172 pounds in 1920. 

“Capital expenditures of Class I railroads for locomotives, 
freight and passenger cars, and other equipment in 1938, totaled 
$115,408,000. 

“Class I railroads in 1938 had a net deficit of $122,911,784 
after fixed charges, the second largest in the history of the 
rail lines. 

“The Pullman Company, the world’s greatest housekeeper, 
purchased in 1938 a total of 220,528 sheets, 157,780 pillow cases, 
20,253 tidies, 455,829 hand towels, 24,318 headrest covers, 13,692 
napkins, and 3,260 table cloths.” 


TRUCK COMPETITION WITH RAILS 


C. E. Johnston, chairman of the Western Association of 
Railway Executives, in an address in Chicago March 15 before 
the American Railway Engineering Association, discussing the 
matter of competition with the railroads, said: 

“It seems difficult for even our railroad people to realize 
and grasp the full extent to which this competition has grown 
in the last few years and to understand that, unless something 
is done quickly to stop this growing and unfair competition of 
whatever kind it may be and which should not exist, the railroad 
industry as a privately owned and operated institution is 
doomed. This situation has been permitted to grow worse and 
the time has arrived when only through organized, concerted, 
and honest effort and action may we expect to save the industry 
and our people from governmental ownership and operation. 

“Our own research department estimates that the railroads 
each year lose traffic handled by trucks which, if carried by the 
railroads, would produce additional revenue of something near 
two billion dollars. Whatever the figure may be, we must recog- 
nize the truck as an increasingly important railroad competitor, 
particularly so when consideration is given to the fact that only 
approximately three and one-half billion dollars is the revenue 


taken in a year by all the railroads for all kinds of freight 
handled.” 


GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 
Representative Angell, of Oregon, has introduced H. R. 
4893, a government reorganization bill, the provisions of which 


would not apply to the Commission and other independent 
agencies. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 
The National Labor Relations Board has certified the Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, one of the “Big Four” railroad 
organizations, as the sole collective bargaining agency for bus 
drivers of Pacific Greyhound Lines, San Francisco, Calif. 


RFC CONTINUED 


President Roosevelt has signed the bill passed by Congress 
continuing the Reconstruction Finance Corporation until June 
30, 1941. 


—_—_- 


TRANSPORTATION CONFERENCE 
The transportation conference called by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States will meet against March 27 
following a meeting of its advisory committee March 20. 


—— 


> 
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THE PROBLEMS OF THE RAILROADS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The strong editorials and statements that have appeared in 
the Traffic World with respect to the plight of the railroads are 
worthy of greater public attention and action than have been 
given. Too much has the public overlooked the underlying fact 
that the railroads are a vital necessity for our national safety 
and for the protection and preservation of the social and eco- 
nomic welfare of our people. 

The time is at hand for the study of some fundamental 
economics involved in the proper consideration that should be 
given our entire system of transportation. Glancing backward 
one-quarter of a century, we observe the railroad industry of 
the country, then well organized and quite successful in han- 
dling the transportation business of our country with profit to 
the industry and at rates of transportation on many major com- 
modities far less than those existing today. For instance, the 
time was when the carriers hauled the spring wheat of North 
Dakota on gathering or inbound rates to the markets approxi- 
mating 50 per cent of existing rates and in box cars approxi- 
—_— 50 per cent the capacity of present box cars for bulk 
wheat. 

Regardless of what might be said with respect to the evils 
existing in the operation of the railroads in the days that were, 
the ultimate fact remains that the railroads have been vitally 
important in developing our nation and have been of the great- 
est importance in our national wealth and progress. 

In both public and private business, the financial status of 
the railroads long has been regarded as an index factor affecting 
trade and business, both public and private and so even today 
they still so remain. 

Since the days just mentioned, we have witnessed the grad- 
ual growth and application of statutory formulas, both federal 
and state, for the regulation, supervision, and conduct of the 
railroads. 

Thousands of statutes, federal and state, have been enacted 
to curb, supervise, regulate, or governmentally control the oper- 
ation and the entire business of the railroads. During such 
period of time, the Interstate Commerce Commission and state 
commissions throughout the nation have developed into such 
importance and into possession of such governmental power in 
regulations, inhibitions, commands, and rate-making power that 
today, in effect, such commissions practically are the directors 
of the railroads in their maintenane and operation. 

In this same time, when these governmental formulas de- 
veloped and came into statutory application, the nation has 
witnessed, through governmental or private support, the devel- 
opment of additional forms of transportation. Our waterways 
have been utilized through government aid to build additional 
transportation. The government, federal and state, have devel- 
oped a splendid system of public highways built and supported 
under high governmental cost and utilized now for an additional 
system of transportation. On these highways the motor vehicle 
has come to take passenger and freight business away from the 
railroads, and now we are witnessing, in evolving development, 
another additional transportation by air which is beginning to 
attract passenger, express, and freight traffic. 

Indeed, too little public attention is directed towards the 
fact that the railroad problem today is largely one of a sick 
patient, suffering largely because of a lack of food to render 
service as formerly. 

Government loans, which are not food, simply aggravate 
the illness of the patient. Increased rates, which act as a de- 
terrent for an unwilling public in furnishing the food necessary 
and at a higher price, tend simply to increase the emaciation of 
the patient. Amputating any part of this transportation patient, 
now spread out to serve the public in every nook and corner 
of our nation, is just another destructive operation for the 
patient. 

With all of this developed additional trans{GfTation, 
petitive with the rails, overemphasis has been pla 
necessity of maintaining competition between the 
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or more systems of competing railroads and the officials and 
agents of each are continuously striving to divert traffic from 
one of these railroads to the other with attendant high cost for 
both the railroads and the public, elimination becomes a neces- 
sity and harmonization of interest a requirement in the public 
interest. 

Simple rule of thumb methods ought amply to demonstrate 
that transportation facilities today are overabundant and that 
the public will patronize that form of transportation which 
offers the service at least cost. Public authorities have to recog- 
nize that there are certain cost factors that must be considered 
with respect to the transportation agencies now existing and that, 
when these cost factors are properly applied and allocated and 
the share that the railroads ought to bear are properly consid- 
ered, private initiative, perhaps, then may be afforded the 
opportunity to recover for the railroads the volume properly 
due to them. 

Surely the time has arrived when fundamental considera- 
tions should apply to the utilization of the transportation facili- 
ties of the railroads, ready and awaiting now a proper and 
needed traffic volume. Just a few principles of equity need 
application. Relative considerations of ton mile earnings, car 
mile earnings, train mile earnings, so often, time and again, 
presented in appeals of carriers for revenue, only partially con- 
sider the situation when the background of necessary traffic 
volume is neither seen nor considered. 

Harrison A. Bronson. 

Grand Forks, N. D., March 11, 1939. 


INSTITUTE FOR TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In the last ten years or so there have appeared in the 
Traffic World and other magazines, dealing in whole or in part 
with traffic problems, various plans for the establishment of 
“An Institute for Traffic Management.” 

The writer is one of the many thousands who, by virtue 
of experience, training, and natural ability, feels that he is 
qualified to call himself a “traffic manager.” Selling that 
knowledge and experience to a prospective employer is where 
we, as a profession, have fallen down. 

Why? The answer is simple. For every practical, effi- 
cient, and competent traffic manager, there exists at least one 
pseudo traffic manager who is impractical, inefficient, and in- 
competent. It is difficult, even for an expert, to detect some 
counterfeit money. The expert, however, at least has the 
opportunity of comparing the spurious with the genuine. There 
is a standard of comparison. 

Pity the poor employer who lets it be known that he has 
an opening for a “traffic manager.” He will be beset on all 
sides by “worthy” men, who, by their own admission, have 
exactly the training and qualifications for that particular posi- 
tion. A large industry recently had such an opening. After 
two weeks of elimination, eleven men were personally inter- 
viewed by the official in charge of filling the position. No 
salary had been set and, when questioned on this point, the 
answers ranged from $150 to $350 a month. Assuming that 
you were this official, knew nothing about traffic, and yet felt 
a great deal of personal responsibility for selecting a compe- 
tent man, how would you proceed? It would be quite a prob- 
lem would it not? This same situation is confronted every 
day by officials of large industries all over the United States. 

But this is only one side of the picture. What about all 
the pseudo traffic managers who are already employed? They 
affect two different phases of traffic. The first, of course, is 
the industry that employs them and must pay the price of their 
incompetency. The second pays just as heavily but has never 
—_ mentioned before. It is the transportation agencies them- 
selves. 

How are they affected? Ask any solicitor about the ac- 
counts in his territory that he cannot obtain. The reasons will 
ll, such as the claim that he did not pay, the one car 

wn on, the fact that his territory is so large that 
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that he must constantly watch for fear some fancied grievance 
will force the traffic to take a flight from his line. Why should 
not the carriers themselves be concerned with seeing that com- 
petent men are put into responsible positions? 

The conditions mentioned are not new and we all recognize 
them. The question we must conscientiously ask ourselves is 
whether or not we intend to let such a chaotic condition remain 
in existence. If your answer is “NO,” read on. 

In the March 4 Traffic World, Mr. Morrow stated that 
most people were willing to “Let George Do It.” My name 
happens to be “George” and I am willing to have a try at it 
if I can get the cooperation of interested traffic men. 

At the last meeting of the Alumni Association of the Col- 
lege of Advanced Traffic, I called attention to the mounting 
interest in this problem. As a result, I was appointed chair- 
man of a committee to take immediate constructive act’on in 
Illinois. The undoubted pioneer in this field is Mr. F. A. Keel- 
ing, of Bellevue, Ky. His articles lead us to assume that it 
would be a waste of time to try to sponsor a national bill be- 
cause the problem is too diversified to hope for concerted na- 
tional action. 

He advocates separate state commissions that will be more 
flexible and, therefore, more apt to succeed. He has sent me 
a bill which is before the South Carolina leigslature. It pro- 
poses the establishment of a research committee by the gov- 
ernor to be composed of six men, two from either the local 
division or general office of the rail carriers, who have had at 
least fifteen years of practical work and experience in freight 
rates, two commercial traffic managers who have distinguished 
themselves in their field of endeavor, and two from the motor 
truck industry whose experience and accomplishment enable 
them to render valuable service to the research commission. 

These men would serve without compensation and would 
hold hearings to obtain data for the establishment of educa- 
tional standards and other developments thought necessary to 
improve the people engaged in the profession of freight traffic 
managers and rate men. The commission would be required to 
report its findings and recommendations within one year after 
appointment. 

Mr. Keeling has already offered to serve as a clearing 
house for a national program of such state committees. He 
has requested me to serve as chairman in Illinois. This I will 
be most happy to do, if and when I receive some form of written 
approval from other interested traffic men in Illinois. At pres- 
ent I have already been assured the cooperation of the Traffic 
Men’s Association of America and the Clearing Cicero Traffic 
Conference. 

I will especially welcome constructive ideas along the 
same line. 

George M. Stayart, 
Assistant to General Traffic Manager, 
General Box Company, 
Chicago, Ill., March 14, 1939. 


PRACTICE ONLY BY LAWYERS 


Representative O’Toole, of New York, has introduced H. R. 
4798, a bill to prevent and make unlawful the practice of law 
before government departments, bureaus, commissions and their 
agencies by those other than duly licensed attorneys at law. 
The Association of Practitioners before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission adopted a resolution against such legisla- 
tion (see Traffic World, October 8, 1938, p. 711), at its last an- 
nual meeting. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: Ethelbert B. Adams, Grand Junction, Colo.; Au- 
gustus Sloan Flack, Los Angeles, Calif.; Carl D. Foster, Shef- 
field, Ia.; Joseph B. Harte, Boston, Mass.; N. S. Hoffpauir, 
Crowley, La.; Richard A. Jevons, Washington, D. C.; J. G. 
Mitchell MacCartney, Altoona, Pa.; Charles H. McCue, Boston, 
Mass.; Thomas J. McGrath, Cleveland, O.; George H. Murphy, 
San Francisco, Calif.; Carl Pruzan, Seattle, Wash.; R. P. Smith, 
Cape Girardeau, Mo.; Frank Edward Spain, Birmingham, Ala.; 
John J. Sullivan, Seattle, Wash.; James W. Taylor, Kansas 
City, Mo.; Starr Thomas, San Francisco, Calif.: Joseph P. 
Tumulty, Washington, D. C.; Joseph Patrick Tumulty, Jr., 
Washington, D. C.; O. T. Ward, Little Rock, Ark.; William 
Farnum White, San Francisco, Calif.; John T. Williams, San 
Francisco, Calif. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER STANDARDS 
The South Carolina legislature has adopted a concurrent 
resolution offered by Senator James P. Mozingo, III, of Darling- 
ton, S. C., providing for appointment of a research committee 
directed to make a study and recommendations with a view to 
establishment of educational standards and professional safe- 
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guards for the profession of traffic managers and freight rate 
men. The committee will be known as the “Research Comm’'s- 
sion, Profession of Traffic Managers and Fre'ght Rate Men,” 
and will be composed of six men, two from railroads, two from 
commercial traffic managers and two from the motor truck 
industry. The commission will report its findings and recom- 
mendations to the governor within one year after appo‘ntment 
by him and the governor in turn will submit the report to the 
legislature. 

The resolution said that since years of study and experience 
were required to become a proficient traffic manager in indus- 
trial work for commerc‘al concerns, or an expert freight rate 
man for rail or truck carriers, the sentiment prevailed that the 
people engaged in this line of work were fully justified and 
amply warranted in desiring a professional status with legal 
recognition. 


TRAFFIC AND SHIPPERS’ COMMITTEE 


A Traffic and Shippers’ Committee of the Manufacturers’ 
Association of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, has been 
formed to protect shippers interests. L. T. Cuthbert, traffic 
manager, Franklin Tile Company, Lansdale, was elected chair- 
man and Walter A. Knerr, secretary. A rate committee com- 
posed of John Ward, of Lee Tire and Rubber Company, Ed- 
ward Hauser, of Walker Brothers, Harry Keeler, of James 
Lees and Sons Company, and L. T. Cuthbert was named to 
look after the interests of local shippers before the Motor Car- 
rier Joint Rate Committee. 

The Manufacturers’ Association of Montgomery County has 
requested Pennsylvania officials in Washington to protect the 
state, by oppos‘ng the following bills, “an attempt at leg’s!ative 
or political rate-making’”: HR-188, by Ramspeck, of Georgia; 
HR-3669, by Bryson, of South Carolina; HR-3749, by Gathings, 
of Arkansas; S-126, by McKellar, of Tennessee; S-137, by Bank- 
head, of Alabama; S-158, by Hill, of Alabama. 

The Committee has circularized the members requesting 
that they write their senators opposing the nomination of 
Thomas R. Amlie to the Commission, and to oppose the Lea 
bill (HR-2531) and the Reed bill (S-1660). 


THE CIMARRON BRIDGE 


Plans are being made to celebrate in the near future, the 
completion of the new Cimarron Bridge, near Liberal, Kan., 
on the Rock Island Railroad’s Golden State Route to Arizona 
and California. 


This example of engineering skill, nearly a quarter of a m‘le 
long and ninety-two feet above the river, spans the turbulent 
Cimarron. It is supported on caisson-sunk concrete piers, the 
foundations of which are sixty-five feet below the river bed. 
The piers and approaches to the bridge have been completed, 
and erection of the five steel deck spans will begin immediately. 
It is planned to have the new bridge in service not later than 
June 1. 

Aside from the size of the project, which is said to be one 
of the biggest railroad construction jobs of its kind under way 
at present, interest has centered in the speed with which the 
construction work has been carried on to date. Since grad'ng 
started last October, a total of 3,200,000 cubic yards of earth 
was moved to build the east and west triple-terraced approaches 
to the bridge proper. Twenty-one thousand eight hundred tons 
of concrete were required for the piers and abutments. The 
steel superstructure, on which the rails will be laid, weighs 
2,600 tons. The total cost of the improvement is in the neigh- 
borhood of $1,500,000. 

Erection of the new bridge and construction of nearly eight 
miles of new line approaching it, shortens the route about four 
miles. There is a saving of 106 feet of rise and fall and 353 
degrees of curvature in the new construction as compared with 
the twelve miles of old line that it replaces. 

The Cimarron bridge project is part of the improvement 
program being carried forward by the Rock Island to reduce 
grades, shorten lines and eliminate curves at various points. 


ROCK ISLAND ROCKET TRAINS 


The Rock Island Lines announce the awarding of contracts 
for building two new streamline Rocket trains to cost $1,209,090 
and to be placed in operation between Chicago and Denver- 
Colorado Springs. Each of the trains will contain seven cars 
and a 2,000 h.p. Diesel locomotive. ; 

With the delivery of these two new streamline trains, the 
Rock Island will have in service a total of eight Rockets. The 
other six trains, in operation since 1937, are daylight trains 
and carry no sleeping car equipment. 


a’ 
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WPA AND AIRPORTS 


The Works Progress Administration advanced civil and mili- 
tary aviation in the three and one-half years ended December 
31 with construction of 154 new airports, extensions or improve- 
ments to 494 others and the placing of hundreds of air naviga- 
tion aids, according to Colonel F. C. Harrington, WPA 
administrator. 

More than $112,000,000 had been spent by WPA on such 
ey ion chiefly for wages of men employed from relief rolls, 
said he. 

WPA expenditures for aviation facilities in 1938 totaled 
$35,440,894 as the program extended to 53 additional airport 
sites and individual projects were ‘completed at the rate of 
approximately one a day. 

“Long-recognized requirements for the future development 
of flying—commercial, military and civil—are being met through 
the employment of able-bodied men who otherwise would be 
idle,” Colonel Harrington said. ‘Local governments have spon- 
sored projects and assisted with financial and land contributions. 
The Bureau of Air Commerce, the new Civil Aeronautics Au- 
thority and military air experts have given their technical help 
and provided the long-range airways pattern which WPA is 
helping to realize. All projects are certified by the CAA before 
work begins. 

“While a great deal remains to be done, a marked advance 
has been made in bringing ground facilities up to the require- 
ments of modern fast transports, increasing air travel and mili- 
tary surveys looking toward any future defense emergency. 
Moreover, larger fields, paved runways and landing mats and 
more closely spaced direction markers are assuring greater 
flying safety. 

“These physical contributions to aviation have been accom- 
plished through the expenditure of $112,360,295 in federal funds 
and approximately $28,000,000 in sponsors’ funds. Prior to 
WPA, the Cvil Works Administration and the Federal Emer- 
gency Relief Administration spent $24,000,000 on similar pro- 
jects. 

“Of the 1,452 separate projects operated on 648 sites through 
December 31, 1938, municipal, county and state fields accounted 
for 1,120 projects on 591 sites and $103,278,010 of the federal 
expenditures. These developments contributed directly to the 
advancement of commercial flying by improving nearly 90 per 
cent of the regular airline stops in the United States. They also 
have invited extension of air routes, encouraged civilians to take 
up aviation and provided emergency landing fields along the 
regular air routes.” 


AIR TRAFFIC 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has reported that the 
scheduled air lines in the United States carried 80,344 revenue 
passengers in January, 1939, an increase of 36.92 per cent over 
the same period in 1938. The revenue passenger load factor 
for the month was 46.76 per cent, an increase of 12.87 per cent 
over the January, 1938, figure. 

The air lines carried 577,982 pounds of express for a total 
of 354,500,080 express pound miles and flew a total of 5,453,657 
revenue plane miles and 34,471,795 revenue passenger miles in 
January, 1939. 


ATLANTIC AIR MAIL RATES 


Pan American Airways has filed with the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority an application asking for payment of $2,758,213 a 
year for fifty-two air mail trips from the United States to France 
or the United Kingdom. The company said it planned four 
round trips a week, on the theory that frequent trips would 
cause a large percentage of mail to move by air. It proposed 
compensation for the additional trips on a downward sliding 
scale of $6.82 a mile for the second trip, $4.11 a mile for the 
third trip, and $2.73 a mile for the fourth trip. The company, 
according to a statement by the Authority, based the before 
mentioned rates on a maximum mail load of 1,600 pounds a 
trip, with an additional payment of $1 a pound a thousand 
miles for mail in excess of that specified load a trip. 

Total annual payments for United States mail on the pro- 
posed basis, the company said, would amout to between 
$5,000,000 and $5,750,000. This variation, according to the ap- 
plication, was due to the difference in mileage between the 
northern or great circle course from New York to Southampton, 
approximately 3,375 miles, and the southern course to Mar- 
seilles, via the Azores and Lisbon, approximately 4,451 miles, 
either of which courses the company may fly, dependent on con- 
ditions. 

In applying for a certificate for the Atlantic, Pan American 
estimated that it would lose approximately $3,500,000 on its 
first year’s operations without United States mail payments 
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even if it obtained 2,500 passengers a year. After the second 
year, on a basis of 3,600 passengers a year, it estimated its 
deficit without United States mail payments as almost $4,000,000. 
It estimated the amount of United States mail to be carried the 
first year at 132,000 pounds, rising to 192,000 pounds for suc- 
ceeding years. 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has set April 3 for a com- 
bined hearing on Pan American Airways’ application for a cer- 
tificate of convenience and necessity, and fair and reasonable 
rates for te transportation of mail in connection with its pro- 
posed trans-Atlantic service to France and the United Kingdom. 


AIR SAFETY APPOINTMENT 


The Senate has confirmed the nomination of C. B. Allen, 
of West Virginia, to be a member of the air safety board within 
the Civil Aeronautics Authority. He formerly was aviation edi- 
tor of the New York Herald Tribune and came with the au- 
thority to organize its information and statistical division. 


AIR CERTIFICATE ISSUED 
The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced issuance of 
a certificate to Continental Air Lines, Inc., authorizing it to 
engage in the transportation of property, mail and passengers 
between Denver, Colo., and El Paso, Tex., via Colorado Springs, 
Pueblo — Trinidad, Colo., Las Vegas, Santa Fe and Albuquer- 
que, N. M. 





AIR CERTIFICATES ISSUED 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced the issu- 
ance of certificates to National Airlines, Inc., authorizing the 
operation of mail, passengers and express over route No. 31, 
between Daytona Beach and Miami, Fla., and route No. 39, 
between Jacksonville, Fla., and New Orleans, La.; and to North- 
west Airlines, Inc., authorizing the operation of mail, pas- 
sengers and goods over route No. 16, between Chicago, IIl., and 
Winnipeg, Canada, and route No. 3, between Fargo, N. D., and 
Seattle, Wash. 


AIR SAFETY BOARD REGIONAL OFFICE 


Tom Hardin, vice-chairman of the Air Safety Board, has 
announced that that board has opened a regional office at the 
Chicago Municipal Airport. He said that the personnel at that 
office would be responsible for the investigation of aircraft 
accidents occurring in North Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio and Kentucky. Mr. Hardin pointed out 
that the Chicago office was the second regional office of the 
board, the first having been opened in Los Angeles. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recomemnded orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 1509, Sub. No. 20, Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
common carrier extension, Minnesota Highway 152, as of March 
3; MC 8540, Sub. No. 3, Gas City Transfer Co., Inc., extension, 
fertilizer, as of Feb. 28; MC 8540, Sub. No. 4, Gas City Transfer 
Co., Inc., extension, meat scraps, as of Feb. 27; MC 8540, Sub. 
No. 9, Gas City Transfer Co., Inc., extension, empty oil drums, 
as of Feb. 27; MC 8540, Sub. No. 7, Gas City Transfer Co., Inc., 
extension, preserved fruits and liquid extracts, as of Feb. 28; 
MC 8540, Sub. No. 10, Gas City Transfer Co., Inc., extension, 
hand trucks and empty cans, as of Feb. 28; MC 8540, Sub. No. 
11 Gas City Transfer Co., Inc., extension, pig iron, as of Feb. 
28; MC 15945, Sub. No. 1, Will C. Bringwald, extension of 
operations, as of Feb. 28; MC 20107, W. J. Hurst, common car- 
rier application, as of March 3; MC 21846, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2, 
Simeon J. Vogel, extension of operations, as of Feb. 28; MC 
30735, Arthur M. Beauchaine, common carrier application, as 
of March 2; MC 40896, Sub. No. 1, Herman Shapanka, extension 
of operations, Orange, N. J., as of March 3; MC 46719, Stuart 
Welsh, broker application, as of March 3; MC 50308, Sub. No. 
1, H. W. Gittens, Alabama-Georgia extension, as of March 2; 
MC 50940, Samuel O. Hammond, contract carrier application, 
as of March 3; MC 55188, Hanna Katz, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 2; MC 55421, Sub. No. 1, Chas. Foerster, 
H. A. Fuller and Chas. Fuller, dba F. & F. Motor Transporta- 
tion Co., Westside extension, as of March 2; MC 56083, Pat 
O’Brien, common carrier application, as of March 2; MC 64198, 
Sub. No. 1, J. L. Personius, extension of operations, Rupert, 
as of Feb. 27; MC 74145, William Shandalov, common carrier 
application, as of March 1; MC 86108, Frank Goreham, common 
carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 88204, Nick Kneifl, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Jan. 19; MC 88406, G. W. Raim, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 28; MC 88742, Gilbert 
Branan, common carrier application, as of March 1; MC 89021, 
Abe Levine, common carrier application, as of March 2; MC 
89125, Ellis Driver, common carrier application, as of Feb. 28; 
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MC 89161, Jesse R. Hoffpauir, contract carrier application, as 
of Jan. 5; MC 89473, Mildred Hitchcock, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 1; MC 89560, Henry Sayers, common car- 
rier application as of Feb. 27; MC 90882, G. L. Fuller, common 
carrier application, as of March 1; MC 91088, Edwin Doescher, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 91175, Howard 
Holland Hoffman, common carrier application, as of Feb. 28; 
MC 91306, Johnson Brothers, common carrier application, as 
of Feb. 27; MC 94201, Ralph M. Bowman, common carrier 
application, as of March 2; MC 94223, Laurence Stromquist, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 94287, Jesse L. 
Baker, common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 94602, 
John Rinard Poague, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
28; MC 94625, Robert Joel Estes, contract carrier application, as 
of Feb. 28; MC 95134, Morris Rubin Silverman, contract carrier 
application, as of Feb. 27; MC 95401, Ervin Inghram, common 
carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 95647, Charles W. Casper, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 1360, Crown 
Motor Express, Incorporated, common carrier application, 
as of Feb. 27; MC 1663, Chautauqua Storage & Trans- 
fer Co., common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 10629, 
Sub. No. 2, George H. Zahrt, extension, Medaryville, as of 
Feb. 27; MC 12090, Kessel Brothers Storage Co., broker appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 27; MC 15440, Max Efron, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 27; MC 17164, Gallagher & Ascher, Inc., 


broker application, as of Feb. 25; MC 29094, Sub. No. 1, Ed- 
ward Bibinger, Inc., extension of operation, Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island, as of Feb. 24; MC 66048, Robert Beach, dba 
Delaware Trucking Co., common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 24; MC 81986, Sub. No. 1, Puget Sound Express, Inc., 
extension of operation, Tacoma, as of Feb. 25; MC 88549, 
F. O. Dennis, common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 
88684, Sub. No. 1, E. L. Murphy Trucking Co., extension of 
operations, Wisconsin, as of Feb. 24; MC 88859, Northern 
Express Lines, Inc., common carrier application, as of Feb. 25; 
MC 89029, F. C. Ingham, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 25; MC 89119, Donnie E. Blakeney, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 25; MC 89565, Henry Crawford Everett, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 90431, A. C. 
Chambers, common carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 
92985, Rose Marshello, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
27; MC 93035, Sub. No. 1, Denzel Nelson, extension of opera- 
tions, as of Feb. 25; MC 93075, G. E. Swanson, common car- 
rier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 93320, Thomas Jacob Turner, 
contract carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 89002, Thomas 
Jacob Turner, common carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 
94146, Gonza V. Glascoe, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 24; MC 94570, Charles L. Nickell, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 25; MC 94726, George R. Corrington, common 
carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 94733, Willis M. Sanford, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 94760, Forrest 
A. Weers, common carrier application, as of Feb. 25; MC 
95052, Bankin Vanarsdall, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 25; MC 95362, Melvin Stephenson, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 25; MC F-624, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., 
purchase, Rapid Transit Motor Freight Lines, Inc., as of March 
6; MC 122 Sub. No. 1, Wayne W. Harrington, extension of 
operations, as of Feb. 27; MC 12102, August F. Barth, broker 
application, as of Feb. 28; MC 20793 Sub. No. 1, Wagner 
Trucking Co., extension of operations, as of March 2; MC 
34556, O. G. Cordis, common carrier application, as of March 
2; MC 42644, Copex Co., Inc., broker application, as of March 
2; MC 27527, Charles Happel, Inc., broker application, as of 
March 2; MC 42906 Sub. No. 2, Clark W. Howell, extension 


of operations, as of March 2; MC 88083, Charles Parmentier 
Fox, common carrier application, as of March 1; MC 86681, 
Samuel J. Castranova, contract carrier application, as of March 
3; MC 89335, Harry H. Mendel, contract carrier application, 
as of Feb. 27; MC 89692, Walter E. Peacock, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 28; MC 90138, Oscar E. Barnett, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 90138 Sub. No. 1, 
Oscar E. Barnett, extension of operations, as of Feb. 27; MC 
90846, Milton Foster, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
28; MC 92956, W. M. Ennis, contract carrier application, as of 
Feb. 27; MC 93345, A. D. Whitten, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 27; MC 93635, Harry C. Funston, contract 
carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 94396, James G. Arledge, 
contract carrier application, as of Feb. 28; MC 94705, M. U. 
Borden, common carrier application, as of Feb. 28; MC 94729, 
Farmers’ Cooperative Association, No. 301, common carrier 
application, as of March 1; MC 94852, Tri-State Motor Ways, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 95164, F. L. 
Hebe, common carrier application, as of March 2; MC 95271, 
Edgar Smith, common carrier application, as of March 1; MC 
95369, Joe Weihs, common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; 
MC 95420, Jack Wake, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
27; MC 41635, Sub. No. 1, Dealers Transport Co., Inc., common 
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carrier application, as of March 2; MC 52402, Will M. Daut, 
contract carrier application, as of March 2; MC 69476, Santa 
Fe Trail Transportation Co., common carrier application, as of 
March 2; MC 75874, Sub. No. 6, Boston & Maine Transporta- 
tion Co., Lincoln extension, as of March 3; MC 81454, Sub. No. 
1, John Raymond Fry, contract carrier application, as of March 
3; MC 88008, Kenneth Maudlin, common carrier application, 
as of March 2; MC 88583, M. L. Gross, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 7; MC 88929, Sub. No. 1, Helga Baggstrom, 
common carrier application, as of March 3; MC 89343, Irvin E. 
Swank, contract carrier application, as of March 7; MC 89362, 
Benjamin H. Disbrow, Jr., contract carrier application, as of 
March 2; MC 89511, Edward Schiffauer, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 3; MC 89654, Wm. H. Thurwanger and 
Dwight E. Garrison, contract carrier application, as of March 
7; MC 89655, Harry Olson and Stanley Olson, common carrier 
application, as of March 7; MC 89678, Albert Mulrenna, con- 
tract carrier application, as of March 3; MC 89705, Midwest 
Petroleum Carriers, Inc., contract carrier application, as of 
March 3; MC 90178, Edward F. Becker, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 2; MC 90548, Ernest Creasey, common car- 
rier application, as of March 2; MC 90733, M. W. Eggert, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 3; MC 91383, Edward 
Martin Kiley, common carrier application, as of March 2; MC 
92180, John Rieckins, common carrier application, as of March 
7; MC 93015, William J. Rease, common carrier application, 
as of March 3; MC 93435, Raymond Moran, common carrier 
application, as of March 3; MC 93685, Ear] R. Dunning, con- 
tract carrier application, as of March 2; MC 93913, John Geddes, 
Jr., contract carrier application, as of March 3; MC 94463, 
Clyde H. Fisher, contract carrier application, as of March 3; 
MC 94757, James E. Mulkey, common carrier application, as of 
March 3; MC 94756, James E. Mulkey, common carrier appli- 
cation (property), as of March 3; MC 95285, William B. Swi- 
gert, common carrier application, as of March 4. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATION 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-807, H. & K. 
Motor Transportation, Inc., purchase, Lamson Brothers Trans- 
portation, Inc. (Corwin C. Cummins, receiver), has authorized 
for a period not exceeding 180 days lease of operating rights 
and property of Lamson Brothers Transportation, Inc., by H. 
& K. Motor Transportation, Inc., at a total rental not exceeding 
$100 a month. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-804, J. W. Heal- 
zer, lease and purchase, Andy Sorenson, has authorized a tem- 
porary lease, for a period not exceeding 180 days, of operating 
rights of Andy Sorenson, dba Salina Freight Service, by J. W. 
Healzer, dba Healzer Cartage Co., at a total rental not exceed- 
ing $50 a month. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-816, Clarence F. 
Duran, purchase, Raymond L. Sargent, has authorized, for a 
period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating 
rights and property of Raymond L. Sargent by Clarence F. 
Duran, of Bangor, Me., dba Borden Express, at a rental not 
exceeding $250 a month. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 

The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 27578, Baldwin Transportation Corporation, common 
carrier application; MC 90369, Usher Byard, common carrier 
application; MC 93730, Walter Clark, contract carrier applica- 
tion; MC 39684, Sub. No. 1, C. W. Hatfield, extension of opera- 
tions, Missouri and Arkansas; MC 89536, Lawrence E. Brown, 
common carrier application; MC 93887, Individual Trucking 
Corporation, contract carrier application; MC 93463, Eugene 
Bly, common carrier application. 


RED FOR SPEED INDICATION 


A proposal that the Commission authorize the use of a red 
light on the front of motor vehicles as a speed indicator, has 
been put before the Commission by Traffic Eye, Inc., Indian- 
apolis, Ind., by means of a petition in Ex Parte MC 4, quali- 
fications of employes and safety of operation and equipment 
of common and contract carriers by motor vehicle. The peti- 
tion points out that under the present rules and regulations 
only amber lights may be placed on the front of a vehicle and 
only red lights on the rear. 

The petitioner desires the right to use a red light, one of 
a series of three on the front, to indicate the speed of the 
vehicle. It proposes a device that would show one amber light 
at 20 miles an hour; two amber lights at 30 miles and three 
lights, one of them red, at 50 miles an hour. Its device would 
cause a horn to be blown at 51 miles an hour, warning the 
“entire country” of the “excessive speed.” 








March 18, 1939 


MID-WESTERN MOTOR RATES 


Asserting that the basic difficulty confronting the transpor- 
tation world was the excess of transportation facilities and de- 
claring a conviction that prescription of minimum rates for 
motor carriers in the middle west would tend to increase the 
over-supply of facilities, the Illinois Territory Industrial Traf- 
fic League, the Chicago Association of Commerce and some of 
the largest commercial users of trucks, in a brief in Ex Parte 
MC 23 and cases joined with it, have asked the Commission to 
find not justified the minimum rates proposed by the motor 
carriers in that territory. 

The other parties to the brief are Armour & Co., Cudahy 
Packing Co., Curtiss Candy Co., Kraft-Phenix Cheese Corpora- 
tion, Pet Milk Co., Stewart-Warner Corporation and subsidia- 
ries, Swift & Co., United States Gypsum Co., Western Shade 
Cloth Co., and Wilson & Co., Inc. 

The cases joined with the one mentioned are MC C 14, Mid- 
Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. Frank Eichholz, 
doing business as Riteway Motor Service et al.; MC C 84, 
Same vs. W. J. Dunden et al.; a sub-number, Same vs. James 
E. Lockwood, alternate agent; and another sub-number, Same 
vs. American & Transport Freight Lines et al. 

The practitioners signing the brief are C. E. Hochstedler, 
Paul E. Blanchard, Thomas Creigh, M. E. Connelly, W. H. 
Ott, Jr., E. F. Strecher, L. F. Orr, Ross D. Rynder, Gordon E. 
Riley, T. W. Mackey, Louis R. Simpson and A. H. Schwietert. 
They briefed the case in detail, dividing it into two parts. The 
first part, a volume of 81 pages, is a statement and abstract of 
evidence. The second, of 147 pages, contains the argument, and 
the rules, regulations and the scale of minimum earnings to be 
observed by motor common carriers, recommended by the 
League, for use if the Commission deems minimum rates nec- 
essary. 

Not only was the well-being of motor carrier transporta- 
tion services involved in these cases, said the brief, but the 
question of private ownership and operation of the entire na- 
tional transportation industry was at stake. More than $75,000,- 
000,000, it said, were invested in transportation facilities in this 
country and it had been estimated that the facilities had more 
than doubled since 1920. 

There was no doubt, said the brief, that the country had 
an excess of transportation facilities far beyond its present need 
and even beyond the need of the peak-load traffic of 1929. It 
said that within the last decade railroad freight traffic had de- 
creased 30 per cent when, compared with the industrial pro- 
duction, it should have decreased only 15 per cent. On the 
other hand, it said, motor carrier revenue ton-miles had in- 
creased 33 1-3 per cent from 1932 to 1936, and motor truck 
registrations had increased 54 per cent. 

“We shall attempt to show that to a great extent this in- 
crease is attributable to the policy of attempting, regardless 
of the cost of service, to fix rail rates as minimum rates for 
motor carriers,” says the brief. 


“There can be but one result of such a policy. Per se 
when the Commission fixes as minimum rates for motor trans- 
portation, rates which grossly exceed the cost of service by 
motor truck, the private shipper acquires his own motor truck 
and secures his transportation for the cost of service. The ac- 
quisition again increases the country’s supply of transporta- 


tion and aggravates the condition which is sought to be re- 
lieved. 


“There should be a sufficient margin between the cost of 
service by the common carrier, who is free to haul all types of 
traffic in both directions of movement, and the cost of service 
of the private carrier whose opportunities for transportation 
are limited, so that the cost of the common carrier plus a rea- 
sonable and even handsome profit, will be sufficiently low to 
make transportation in private trucks unattractive.” 


The use of the rail rates, as the standard for motor carrier 
rates, according to the brief, results in great injustice to rail 
carriers. Conceivably, it said, there was traffic which motor car- 
riers could not move at rail rates at a profit. The rail rate prin- 
ciple, it adds, permits them to compete for such traffic and re- 
coup their losses from inordinate profits made by handling 
other traffic at rail rates which far exceed the cost of motor 
service, “and as usual, the shipping public pays the bill.” 

The brief argues for a cost basis for rates, if minimum 
rates are prescribed. It asserts that never will the transporta- 
tion problem be solved until this excess of transportation facili- 
ties is eliminated by placing a premium on efficiency and econ- 
omy and says that only a cost basis can do that. 

The Commission, the brief asserts, has before it the op- 
portunity of striking at the core of the entire difficulty and 
providing here a minimum rate structure, based on cost, which 
will force to each type of carrier that traffic which it can most 
economically and efficiently handle to the benefit of the car- 
riers themselves and the public. 


The Traffic World 
























































PAGE 609 


The brief said that the motor carriers based their case 
for the prescription of minimum rates on the existence of an 
emergency which, it said, did not exist. It said that the motor 
carriers had failed to show any downward trend in rates or 
presented any evidence to show the need for the issuance of a 
minimum rate order. On the contrary, the brief said, the finan- 
cial condition of the carriers, as reflected in the exhibit sub- 
mitted by the Commission clearly, and without question, indi- 
cated that there was no emergency and that the carriers were, 
in fact, on the average, operating at a substantial profit. 

The brief said that if the Commission concluded that a 
minimum rate order was required, they asked the Commission 
to find that the proposal of the Illinois Industrial Traffic League 
and the scale of earnings set forth in the appendix be pre- 
scribed. The brief also asked that a proposed report be issued 


so that parties might have an opportunity to file exceptions if 
they so desired. 


MOTOR TRANSPORT DEFENDED 


“Legislation adversely affecting motor transport—trucks, 
busses and the private automobile—is a direct threat to the 
jobs of more than 6,000,000 citizens directly or indirectly em- 
ployed in this industry and the welfare of 18,000,000 others 
comprising their families; it threatens the economic structure 
of the country by stifling an industry that uses more of our 
main commodities than any other single industry; such legisla- 
tion aimed at highway users also threatens the pocketbook of 
almost every citizen through increased taxation to maintain 
the great system of public highways, which has been built and 
is being maintained by those who use these highways,” said 
Walter F. Mullady, of Chicago, regional vice-president of 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., and vice-president of 
the Central Motor Freight Association of Illinois, in addressing 
a luncheon meeting of the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce 
March 14. His subject was “Motor Transport—the New 
Industry.” 

“In these troubled times any movement, legislative or 
otherwise, that would retard economic recovery or aggravate 
the unemployment problem, certainly is not in the public in- 
terest,” said he. “Straws in the wind indicate that we are 
on the threshold of better days—provided nothing is done to 
affect adversely the orderly process of industrial and commer- 
cial reconstruction. The thing most needed, at this turning 
point in our national affairs, is action based on the broad view- 
point of sound and lasting recovery.” 

He charged the railroads with refusing to cooperate with 
other transportation agencies in seeking a fair and equitable 
solution of the nation’s transportation problems. He said that, 
despite the willingness of motor transport to “live and let 
live,” this industry found itself faced by a growing opposition 
on the part of the railroads, as to both state and national 
issues. 

“The truck and bus industry is a firm believer in the prin- 
ciple of fair competition under proper regulation,” said he. 
“Since coming under federal regulation in 1935 through the 
motor carrier act, we have cooperated in every way possible 
with a. view to stabilizing the industry and promoting standard 
practices as to rates, safe operations, and service to the public. 
As to the effectiveness of the motor carrier act, the Commis- 
sion, in its last annual report stated that the act ‘provides for 
the motor carriers a system of regulation which is, if any- 


thing, more comprehensive that that which has been provided 
for the railroads.’ 


“Despite the growing importance of motor transport in 
our national economic progress—through increasing employ- 
ment, consumption of raw materials and hugs tax payments— 
there is an unfortunate tendency to hamstring this new industry 
with adverse legislation. In addition to the movement on foot 
in Washington, our state legislative hoppers are bulging with 
bills that would do everything from taxing trucks and busses 
out of existence to abolishing reciprocity agreements between 
the states—creating trade barriers, such as infest Europe.” 

He said he believed the railroads would set the public right 
on a vital issue if they would definitely state whether they 
stood for fair competition or monopoly in transportation. ‘We 
know the reasons which originally brought about federal reg- 
ulation of the railroads and establishment of the Commission,” 
he said. “They were well stated by none other than Carl R. 
Gray, vice-chairman of the board of the Union Pacific, in one 
of his recent appearances before the House committee in hear- 
ings on the Lea bill. 

“The forces bringing about regulation of the railroads, said 
Mr. Gray, originated in the belief that the railroads were ‘a 
powerful, overwhelming monopoly—and to a large extent that 
was true.’ Mr. Gray added: ‘My experience antedates by sev- 
eral years the first federal regulation, and I know something 
of the reasons which led up to it.’ In view of his long and 
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varied railroad experience, Mr. Gray is preeminently well quali- 
fied to answer the following pertinent questions: 


Do the railroads today still hold to the theories which governed 
their actions before the days of federal regulation, when he admits they 
were a “powerful, overwhelming monopoly’’? 

If not, why are they opposed to establishment of through routes 
and reasonable joint rates between named rail carriers and named 
motor carriers, as provided by the Lea bill? The motor carriers al- 
ready have stated their willingness to enter into such joint rates with 
the railroads. 

Are the railroads seeking to emasculate or completely destroy the 
Commission, whose membership includes men of long experience and 
unusual ability in all matters pertaining to transportation? 

If not, why have a group of major railroads asked the House com- 
mittee on interstate and foreign commerce to sponsor legislation pro- 
viding for establishment of a five-man general transportation board, to 
take over both financial and administrative functions of the present 
Commission, as well as entire administration of the Bureau of Public 
Roads? 


“The stand of motor transport on this important issue is 
clear. We are strongly opposed to reorganization or emascula- 
tion of the Commission—or any state commissions, for that 
matter. We are convinced that the motor carrier act has proved 
worthwhile and has enhanced safety on the highways through 
its regulation of trucks and busses. Furthermore, we are cer- 
tain that reorganization of the Commission or change in au- 
thority at this time will greatly retard regulation of the trans- 
portation industry and further aggravate the ills that already 
beset it. Rather should the Commission have necessary funds 
and additional examining personnel, so that it may properly 
function for the best interests of the nation.” 

Outlining the part played by the transportation industry 
in development of the country, Mr. Mullady declared that motor 
transport had emerged as the biggest and most important single 
factor in the 20th century. Calling attention to the vital role 
played by the railroads in the earlier years of expansion west- 
ward, he declared that changing conditions had brought the 
modern “horseless carriage’ to the forefront, until “today we 
are living in the rubber-tired age.” The amazing thing, he 
added, was that the majority of those living today could still 
recall the “horse-and-buggy days.” 


Taxes 


“Considering the trucking industry alone,” said he, “it is 
interesting to note that special truck taxes in 1937 totaled 
$417,510,000, compared with slightly over $150,000,000 ten years 
previous, while the average tax a registered truck had almost 
doubled. In Ohio, special taxes paid by motor trucks in 1937 
came to the sizable sum of more than $20,000,000, which in- 
cluded only state registration fees and state and federal gasoline 
taxes.” 

He pointed out that truck and bus operators paid general 
business taxes, as well as special highway taxes. He cited 
twenty-one different taxes paid by trucks in Virginia, including 
seven federal taxes, eleven state taxes, and three local taxes, 
as a sample of taxes paid generally by the motor transport 
industry. These figures were given in refuting the charge of 
John J. Pelley that highway transport in the United States 
had been “subsidized” to the extent of more than $10,000,000,000 
by “those who pay taxes on homes, farms, and other property.” 

“Remember this, when you read inspired articles to the 
effect that motor transport is being ‘subsidized’ by free use of 
the highways,” said he. “Not only are the trucks and busses 
paying all their way in construction and maintenance of the 
roads they use, but they also are paying their share of the 
general taxes for maintenance of our government, our schools, 
and other public institutions. After all, just who are the ‘tax- 
payers’ in this country of ours? Certainly all the owners of 
the more than 29,000,000 registered motor vehicles are included 
among them—which means the operators of more than four and 
one-quarter million trucks and busses. And it is a sure bet 
that the majority of any additional funds needed to build and 
maintain our highway system will come from the pockets of 
all the highway users—just as the money to build our present 
390,000 miles of surfaced roads did.” 

In answer to the point that the plight of the railroads is 
due largely to loss of business to trucks and other competing 
carriers, he cited figures used by Col. Leonard P. Ayres of The 
Cleveland Trust Company... In the issue of the publication for 
September 15, 1938, Colonel Ayres drew the conclusion: 


Depression decreases in national production constitute the most im- 
portant single factor in the railroad problem ... Truck competition is 
only a minor factor in the railroad problem. The major factors are 
the reduced volumes of local traffic, the reduced freight rates, and in- 
creased costs of operation. 


“Motor transport and its allied industries stand ready and 
willing to cooperate with all other forms of transportation to- 
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ward the present and future welfare of our country,” concluded 
the speaker. “We are bearing our share of the taxes and will 
go on sharing this burden on an equitable basis. Our truck and 
bus operators are serving the public efficiently and with an eye 
to increased safety, greater economy and better service. By 
the same token, we are justified in expecting the right to live 
and go forward on the basis of our service to the public. Only 
by the united efforts of all transportation interests, in meeting 
and solving our respective problems in a fair and just manner, 
can we insure that our country and its people will go forward 
to a new era of prosperity and contentment.” 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


The Commission has been advised, says a statement by 
Secretary Bartel, that the Citizens Truck Co., Ltd., of Los 
Angeles, Calif., has been fined $2,900 in the federal court at 
Los Angeles for violations of the motor carrier act. The 
court suspended the payment of $2,400 of the fine. At the same 
time, the statement said, Craig W. Lee pleaded guilty to aid- 
ing and abetting in the same violatoins and was fined $725, 
$250 of which he was required to pay in cash. The Citizens 
Truck Co., Ltd., at the same time was enjoined against such 
further violations. The charges were, said the statement, that 
the company had knowingly granted concessions to shippers 
and consignees contrary to its tariffs. The offense was, said 
the statement, the consolidation of shipments for transportation 
as one shipment, collection of rates on that basis whereas de- 
livery was made to two or three addresses. Craig W. Lee, the 
statement said, was in control of the business as_ general 
manager. 

Fines aggregating $1,800 have been assessed against 
Clements Piotrowski in the federal court at Superior, Wis., on 
a plea of guilty to an information charging violations of the 
motor carrier act, says a statement by Secretary Bartel. The 
defendant was accused of operating without authority, without 
having filed tariffs, and with failing to preserve copies of re- 
ceipts or bills of lading in violation of the rules and regula- 
tions of the Commission. 

According to another statement by Secretary Bartel, the 
Commission has been advised that in the federal court at Boise, 
Ida., Owen Milton Collett, of Ogden, Utah, pleaded guilty to an 
information accusing him of violating the motor carrier act, 
and fines aggregating $180 were assessed. The charges were 
that Collett operated as a common carrier without authority, 
without having filed a tariff and without having complied with 
the insurance requirements of the motor carrier act. The ship- 
ments involved moved between Montana and Idaho. 

The Commission has also been advised, says another state- 
ment by the secretary, that James Curtis White, doing business 
as White’s Moving & Storage Co., of Birmingham, Ala., has 
been fined $500 on a plea of guilty in the federal court for the 
northern district of Alabama, southern division, for violation of 
the motor carrier act. The information charged White with 
having transported household goods between Birmingham, Ala., 
and points in New York, Ohio, Tennessee, Georgia, and New 
Jersey, for less than the applicable tariff rates, and others for 
amounts greater than the tariff rates. In some instances, says 
the statement, the court was informed White knowingly under- 
estimated the volume of goods he was transporting and in others 
he added to transportation charges and collected from the ship- 
per state mileage taxes assessed against and paid by him. The 
court was told that to coerce the shippers into paying such 
added charges, White would refuse delivery of the shipments 
unless reimbursed for such taxes. 

According to another statement by the secretary, the Com- 
mission has been informed that Deaton Truck Line, Inc., of 
Birmingham, Ala., has been fined $500; W. S. Dickey Clay 
Manufacturing Co., $800; and Ingalls Iron Works, Inc., $200, 
on their pleas of guilty to informations charging them with 
violations of the motor carrier act. The information against 
Deaton Truck Line, Inc., charged it with transporting steel 
tanks, pumps, and tank equipment for Ingalls Iron Works, and 
clay sewer pipe and other clay products for Dickey Clay Manu- 
facturing Co., of Birmingham, Ala., for less than the tariff 
rates. The informations against the clay company, and the 
iron works charged each with having accepted concessions from 
the truck line. 

The Commission has been advised, says another statement 
by Secretary Bartel, that a permanent injunction has been 
entered in the federal court for the eastern district of Pennsyl- 
vania, against Overnight Motor Transportation Co., Inc., of 
Baltimore, Md., and its owners, Louis and Oscar Oberfeld, in 
an action brought by the Commission under section 222(b) 
of the motor carrier act. Under the terms of the decree the 
defendant, its officers, agents, employes and representatives are 
enjoined from in any manner or by any device, directly or 
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indirectly charging, or receiving a less compensation for the 
transportation of property than the rates specified in its tariffs. 
The injunction also forbids the defendants indirectly or directly 
to offer or give concessions in respect of the transportation of 
property over the lines and routes of the carrier. 

A fine of $60 has been imposed on Mrs. Jessie Jackson of 
Tulsa, Okla., on a plea guilty to an information accusing her 
of having solicited and received a concession amounting to $18 
from Black & White Transfer, Inc., Fort Smith, Ark., in con- 
nection with a shipment of household goods for her from Fort 
Smith to Tulsa, Okla., according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel. It was stated that this was the first criminal proceeding 
in which a shipper of household goods was accused of violating 
the motor carrier act. 

A criminal proceeding, said the statement, was pending at 
Fort Smith, Ark., against the Black & White Transfer Co. It 
is accused with operating over certain routes without authority 
and with granting concessions. 


CENTRAL STATES MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has further postponed 
to April 15 the effective date of its order in Ex Parte MC 21, 
central territory motor carrier rates, so far as it prescribes the 
following. Rates between Dubuque, Ia., on the one hand, and 
points in Illinois, on the other; rates between points between 
which rates are published in Agent C. M. Lawson’s tariff MF- 
I. C. C. No. 68; rates on alcoholic liquors, wines, ale, beer, 
beer tonic, cereal beverages, porter and stout; rates on empty 
beverage containers; rates on paper and paper articles; and 
rates on glassware. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


MC 3690, Sub. No. 1, Leslie J. Strawn, contract carrier 
application. Wheeling extension. Time for filing exceptions to 
recommended order extended to March 28. 

MC F-656, Potashnick Truck Service, Inc., merger, Bryant 
Truck Lines et al. Time for filing exceptions to recommended 
order extended to March 23. 

MC F-661, Pacific Intermountain Express, operation, 
Pacific Intermountain Express of Colorado, Inc. Time for filing 
exceptions to recommended order extended to March 27. 


PETROLEUM TO WORCESTER, MASS. 


The Commission, by division 5, MC C-113, petroleum, 
Providence, R. I., to Worcester, Mass., has instituted an in- 
vestigation, on its own motion, into and concerning the rea- 
sonableness and lawfulness otherwise of minimum charges and 
the rules, regulations, or practices affecting such charges and 
the value of the service thereunder, applicable to the transpor- 
tation of petroleum products by motor from East Providence, 
East Providence Wharf, Fox Point, Harbor Junction Wharf, 
Pawtucket, Phillipsdale, Providence and South Providence, R. 
I., to Worcester, Mass., shown in MF-I. C. C. Nos. 3, 6 and 7 of 
R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., and MF-I. C. C. No. 9 of 
Bernard E. McElroy, doing business as B. E. McElroy Co. 
The investigation is with a view to making such findings in the 
premises and prescribing such just, reasonable, and otherwise 
lawful minimum charges and rules, regulations, or practices 
affecting such charges and the value of the service thereunder 
applicable to such transportation, as the facts and circum- 
stances shall appear to warrant. 

The proceeding has been assigned for hearing, April 4, be- 
fore Examiner C. E. Brooks, at the Manger Hotel, Boston, Mass. 


LENIENCY FOR OLD TRUCK COMPANY 


A truck company claiming to have been in operation for 
110 years, E. A. McMahon, Inc., Newark, N. J., has asked the 
Commission, division 5, to reconsider a denial of its applica- 
tion for permission to continue operations under the grand- 
father clause of the motor carrier act. The application was 
denied for lack of prosecution. 

According to the petition, E. A. McMahon, president of 
the company, on account of deafness, has not in recent years 
been able to look after the business. Instead, his wife has 
been looking after its affairs. At the time of the hearing, how- 
ever, it was asserted she was desperately ill and the matter was 
not attended to. The petition says the company has been un- 
der the direction of the McMahon family for the last thirty- 
five years. 





CANNED MILK BY MOTOR 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC C-116, milk, canned, 
L. T. L., between Baltimore, Md., and York, Pa., has instituted, 
on its own motion, an investigation into and concerning the 
reasonableness and lawfulness otherwise of rules, regulations 
and less-truckload commodity rates on condensed or evapo- 
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rated milk, applicable by motor between Baltimore, Md., and 
York, Pa., published in MF I. C. C. No. 2, as amended, of 
Charles J. Smith Motor Express Co. The investigation is with 
a view of making such findings in the premises and prescribing 
such just, reasonable and otherwise lawful rates, rules, regu- 
lations and practices, if any, as the facts and circumstances 
shall appear to require. 

' The proceeding has been assigned for hearing, April 10, 
before Examiner A. J. Sullivan, at the Maryland Public Service 
Commission, Baltifore, Md. 


N. Y. TERMINAL REORGANIZATION 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


In the annual report of the Port of New York Authority 
to the governors of New York and New Jersey renewal of 
negotiations with the railroads to ascertain possible gains from 
a reorganization of railroad terminal facilities of the Port 
of New York is revealed. 

Unification of station operations and consolidation of ma- 
rine activities are specifically mentioned, with the substitu- 
tion suggested of all-rail cross-harbor operation and joint ter- 
minal trucking for marine operations, where possible. 

The report points out that the unification and coordina- 
tion of railroad terminal operations within the Port District 
was directed in legislation enacted by the two states. Con- 
tinuing, it is stated that the benefits to the railroads from 
progress thus far made “have not been so clear because in 
few, if any, instances have the initial steps been expanded into 
a comprehensive reorganization as originally contemplated. 

“With this fact in mind, the Port Authority is now en- 
gaged in negotiations with the railroads for a comprehensive 
joint canvass of the gains which could be made by a unifica- 
tion of stdtion operations in all sections of the port, consolida- 
tion of marine operations and waterfront yards, float bridges 
and lighterage piers, and the substitution of all-rail cross- 
harbor operation and joint terminal trucking for marine op- 
erations where possible. 

“Available data on these subjects in some cases are sev- 
eral years old and many changes have taken place in the in- 
terim. Such a reorganization plan would have to be carried 
out in a series of steps, but each step would aim at an ulti- 
mate goal in which the economies would be cumulative.” 


MERCHANT MARINE LEGISLATION 


Amendments to the shipping act, merchant marine acts of 
1920 and 1936, and the intercoastal shipping act, were rec- 
ommended to Congress by the Maritime Commission in a re- 
port submitted March 16. 

“They are designed to perfect operation of the merchant 
marine act, 1936,” said the commission. “All are based upon 
the commission’s experience in administering the shipping acts. 
The principal recommendation involves a plan to stimulate ship 
construction particularly in the coastwise and intercoastal 
services.” 


The latter proposal was dealt with in a separate report on 


domestic shipping referred to elsewhere. The other recom- 
mendations are: 


1. Removal of the present two-year limitation on orders of the 
Commission as now provided in section 23 of the shipping act, 1916. 
This change would eliminate the detailed work involved in checking 
expiration dates and eliminate the necessity of re-issuing orders in 
which no changes are desired. 

2. The merchant marine act, 1920 (section 19 (1) (b)) directs the 
commission to frame rules and regulations designed to control un- 
favorable conditions in foreign trade shipping arising out of foreign 
laws, rules or regulations or from competitive practices of foreign ves- 
sels. The commission suggests to Congress that this section be strength- 
ened, broadened and clarified, particularly that it may specify its appli- 
cation to rates as well as practices; to include clearly American as well 
as foreign carriers; to provide adequate methods of enforcément and 
penalties for violation. 

3. Amendment of the last sentence of section 3, intercoastal ship- 
ping act, 1933, to provide, in cases involving suspension of rates, that 
burden of proof rest upon the carrier. The Maritime Commission be- 
lieves this to be the proper interpretation under the present law. How- 
ever, it has been challenged by certain carriers and remains undeter- 
mined by the courts. Clarification of the statute by the Congress is 
therefore believed advisable. 


Regulation of Terminals 


4. Extension of the intercoastal shipping act, 1933, to cover marine 
terminals so that their regulation will be made consistent with other 
regulatory provisions administered by the commission. This may be 
accomplished, it is believed, by a method analogous to that adopted 
by Congress in 1938 when it extended the provisions of the same act 
to apply to every common carrier by water in interstate commerce. 
Marine terminals in general offer their facilities as a public service. 
As such, the shipping public is entitled to know their tariffs in advance 
and be protected against discriminatory treatment, rebates, etc., which 
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protection the commission believes would be afforded by extension of 
the intercoastal shipping act, 1933. 

5. Amend section 201 (f), merchant marine act, 1936, to provide 
fair rates of compensation for expert technical assistance borrowed 
from the Navy to carry out the commission's long-range construction 
program. 

6. Amend section 216, merchant marine act, 1936, to make effective 
recommendations contained in the commission’s recent report to Con- 
gress on training American citizens for service as licensed and unli- 
censed personnel in the merchant marine. Extension of the cadet sys- 
tem to permit use of the facilities of other governmental agencies and 
of private organizations such as shipyards, plants, industrial and edu- 
cational agencies, is recommended. It is also proposed that the com- 
mission be authorized to prescribe, conduct and supervise extension and 
correspondence courses for members of the licensed and unlicensed 
personnel of the merchant marine and for cadets upon their applica- 
tion for training. The commission also recommends that it be author- 
ized to employ certain experts in the preparation, editing and publish- 
ing of text books and other aids to this educational program. 


Subsidy Changes 


7. Amend section 603 (c), merchant marine act, 1936, to expedite 
administration of the operating differential subsidy payments. Present 
law requires that the amounts of such subsidy be determined and 
payable on the basis of final accounting made at the end of each year 
or other specified period. The commission may approve payments 
during the year, or other period, in amounts not exceeding 75 per 
cent of the total estimated to have accrued, if the contractor has fur- 
nished security to insure refund of overpayment. The commission 
suggests that payments of an additional 15 per cent be permitted 
on condition that the contractor has audited the voyage account and 
commission auditors have verified it. This procedure would in no way 
jeopardize government interest, particularly as adequate security would 
have been put up before payment was made to cover any possible 
overpayment. To the extent that the government withholds operating 
subsidies the individual contractor is at a financial disadvantage in 
comparison with his foreign competitors. 

8. Amend sections 705 and 706 (b), merchant marine act, 1936, 
to place a statutory ‘‘floor’’ under the price at which vessels con- 
structed for commission account may be chartered or sold. Experience 
has shown that without a definite policy in this respect, government 
tonnage may be thrown upon the market at unjustifiably low prices, 
seriously retarding new construction by private operators and involving 
heavy sacrifices of public funds. Private operators in general and 
certainly those cooperating with the commission to build ships under 
Title V of the act should have every possible guaranty that such a 
situation will not arise. The commission believes that such an amend- 
ment would be influential in helping to stabilize the industry. 

9. Amend section 714, merchant marine act, 1936, to make charter 
hire of ships constructed for the commission’s account 8% per cent 
of foreign cost, rather than 5 per cent of American cost as now pro- 
vided. The commission also recommends that if the option of the 
charterer to purchase is exercised, the purchase price shall be fixed 
at foreign construction cost less depreciation at 5 per cent per year 
from date of charter to date of purchase, at which time 25 per cent 
of such purchase price becomes payable. The figure of 8% per cent 
is reached by adding 5 per cent depreciation plus 3% per cent interest. 

10. Amend section 806, merchant marine act, 1936, to provide pen- 
alties for violations of rules, regulations or orders of the commission, 
which may be issued in connection with duties and functions trans- 
ferred to the commission by the merchant marine act, 1936, as well 
as those granted by the act itself. It appears that Congress intended 
penalties. Section 32 of the shipping act, 1916, contains a general 
penalty provision applicable to violations. Section 204 (c) of the mer- 
chant marine act, 1936, indicates that Congress assumed that a penalty 
existed for violation of orders of the shipping board since it provides 
that orders of the commission should be enforced in the same manner 
and violation of such orders should subject the guilty person or cor- 
poration to the same penalties previously provided. But no such pen- 
alty exists. They are believed necessary. 

11. Amend section 1104 (a) (8), merchant marine act, 1936, to make 
it clear that fishing vessels may be eligible for inclusion in the benefits 
of that title. The commission’s general counsel holds that fishing 
vessels are covered by Title XI, but because of some inconsistency in 
language it is thought desirable that it be clarified. 


FLORIDA SHIP CANAL 


Urging enactment of legislation providing for the construc- 
tion of the Florida ship canal, Representative Hendricks, of 
Florida, before the rivers and harbors committee of the House, 
opposed the levying of tolls on ships using the proposed canal. 
He said that the government should build the canal outright. 
He made that declaration in answer to questions by members 
of the committee asking how the proposed canal could be made 
self-liquidating if tolls were not charged. He expressed the 
view that ships would use the canal although aware of the fact 
that steamship companies had said that they would not use it. 
Like declarations had been made, he said, respecting the Kiel, 
Suez and Panama canals. 

John T. Corbett, assistant grand chief engineer and na- 
tion] legislation representative of the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, appeared in opposition to the canal project. 
That organization, he said, objected to any further subsidizing 
of water carriers. Railroads, he said, had been compelled to 
abandon many miles of track due to the subsidizing of other 
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forms of transportation and railroad employes had been forced 
to make many sacrifices on that account. 

The Florida ship canal project was opposed before the 
House committee on rivers and harbors this week by witnesses 
presented by Alfred P. Thom, Jr., assistant general solicitor 
of the Association of of American Railroads. Later they ap- 
peared before the Senate commerce committee to oppose the 
project. The witnesses were J. E. Willoughby, chief engineer 
of the Atlantic Coast Line; H. V. Borjes, assistant general 
freight agent of the Atlantic Coast Line, and Joseph Marks, 
chief commerce agent of the Southern. 

One of the principal objections of the railroads was that 
such a canal would divert local traffic from the railroads to 
vessels. It was also contended that the canal could not be built 
within the estimate of around two hundred million dollars. 
There was no economic justification for construction of the 
canal, according to the witnesses. 

John A. O’Rourke, speaking for the Miami (Fla.) Chamber 
of Commerce, in opposition to construction, said the canal would 
only serve to intensify the lack of traffic density to and from 
Florida. Randall Chase, acting president of the Growers’ and 
Shippers’ League of Florida, contended that before the canal 
could be built the speed of ships would be such that ships would 
go around the peninsula rather than through the canal. Eugene 
S. MacDonald, president of the Florida Water Conservation 
League, said construction of the canal would seriously impair 
the underground water supply of more than half the state. 

Wayne W. Wolford, freight traffic manager of the Sea- 
board Air Line, discussed the probable tonnage and savings on 
local traffic, if the canal were built, and referred to the report 
of the revisory board which estimated local outbound tonnage 
of 575,000 tons and savings of $1,033,700 and inbound tonnage 
of 525,000 tons and savings of $402,000, a total of 1,100,000 
tons and savings of $1.435,000. He took the matter up by 
commodities and dealt with each, reaching the conclusions 
that the estimate of the revisory board was highly inflated, as 
well as erroneous; that the outbound local traffic on which a 
savings of $1,033,700 was claimed was overstated by at least 
90 per cent, and that the inbound local traffic was overstated 
by about the same per cent, if petroleum shippers did not tran- 
sit through the canal. If the petroleum shippers did use the 
canal, he said some local petroleum traffic might be obtained 
but it would be only a fractional part of the amount claimed 
and would not affect the over-estimate very materially. 

D. B. Green, general freight agent of the Florida East 
Coast, said after thorough study he was convinced that the 
proposed canal was not justified from any economic standpoint 
or need; nor would it create additional traffic, nor serve any 
commercial need which was not already fully taken care of by 
existing transportation facilities. 

Mr. Green spoke of the contentions that construction of 
the canal would adversely affect the state’s water resources 
and damage agriculture and the growing of fruit and vege- 
table crops. He pointed to the importance to the Florida East 
Coast and other carriers of the northern perishable traffic. 

“In addition to our confident belief that the canal is not 
justified and would not be utilized by anything like sufficient 
through steamship tonnage to justify the expenditure, we have 
a very real and well founded fear that the results of the con- 
struction work will have the effect of jeopardizing our agri- 
cultural districts with the resultant disastrous effect to our 
perishable freight tonnage,” said he. 

Mr. Green said Representative Hendricks, of Florida, had 
stated that he did not believe that serious damage would re- 
= and that he was gambling his political future on that 

act. 

“Congressman Hendricks could, without doubt, secure 
some other position or form of livelihood should this gamble 
prove disastrous,” said he. “I say to you gentlemen, however, 
that he is gambling the very life and existence of the Florida 
railroads who are so largely dependent upon the perishable 
freight tonnage, and particularly is he gambling the very life 
and existence of the Florida East Coast Railway, the construc- 
titon of which in the first instance opened up the vast agricul- 
tural sections which it serves, and which sections were vir- 
tually undeveloped before the building of that line.” 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 
In February, 501 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and the tolls thereon amounted to $1,996,735.66, accord- 
ing to a report made by the Governor of the Canal to the Sec- 
retary of War. In February last year the transits were 436 


and the tolls $1,786,611.45, while in January this year the tran- 
sits were 525 and the tolls, $2,062,454.16. 

For the 8 months ended with February the transits were 
3,869 and the tolls $15.378.079.54, as compared with 3,621 tran- 
sits and tolls of $15,504,729.34 in the corresponding period of 
1937 and 1938. 
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Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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(District Court, S. D. New York.) A charter party impos- 
ing full responsibility for damage to boat between certain 
dates merely imposed obligation to return boat in good order 
and condition less ordinary wear and tear and imposed lia- 
bility only for negligence. (The Virruth, 25 Fed. Supp. 904.) 

A charter party imposing responsibility for damage to 
boat between certain dates did not relieve owner of obligation 
to furnish seaworthy boat.—Ibid. 

Where port shrouds of chartered boat parted in a mod- 
erate southwesterly breeze and there was no evidence of ab- 
normal speed or improper handling but parting was apparent 
result of defect, owner was not entitled to recover for damage 
to boat because of failure to furnish a seaworthy vessel.— 
Ibid. 





(District Court, E. D. New York.) A cause of action 
against owner of barge, in favor of owner of wheat, for alleged 
breach of agreement to hold cargo of wheat in New York 
harbor, was non-maritime and was not cognizable in admiralty. 
(The McLain No. 5, 25 Fed. Supp. 944.) 

(Circuit Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit.) Contract be- 
tween barge owner and shipper under which owner undertook, 
subject to usual conditions of bills of lading, to transport cargo 
to its destination was contract of “affreightment’” and estab- 
lished relationship of “shipper” and “carriers.” (The Fred 
Smartley, Jr., 100 Fed. Rep. (2d) 971.) 

The relationship of “shipper” and “carrier” existing between 
barge owner and owner of cargo was not changed by fact that 
barge owner had voyage completed by tug operated by third 
on gg with whom barge owner made contract of towage.— 
Ibid. 

A barge owner as carrier of cargo was responsible for sea- 
worthiness of barge.—Ibid. 

In libel against barge owner for damage to cargo caused 
by marine disaster, wherein owner of tug which was towing 
barge at time of disaster was impleaded, evidence of negligence 
of master of tug in leaving port under prevailing weather 
conditions was insufficient to sustain decree against tug owner. 
—Ibid. 

Where official weather report showed wind velocity of 
from eighteen to twenty miles an hour and no storm warnings 
were showing, advisability of leaving port with tug towing 
barges was within discretion of master of tug.—lIbid. 


INTERCOASTAL INQUIRY 


The Maritime Commission has announced that the hearing 
to be held in Washington, March 30, in No. 514, intercoastal 
rate structure, covering the rates, rules, regulations, and prac- 
tices of the carriers by water in intercoastal commerce, will in- 
clude, in general, the following: 


Whether the situation in the intercoastal traffic justifies the es- 
tablishment of one or more minimum rate levels; the lawfulness of 
such proportional rates as are now in effect; the lawfulness of such 
port equalization rates as are now in effect; the lawfulness of absorb- 
ing in whole or in part through divisions or otherwise the costs of on- 
carriage to ports which are never, or seldom, served by vessels of the 
carrier absorbing such costs; the lawfulness of granting the respective 
carload rates to various commodities shipped in quantities which are 
less than carload if the total of the combined commodities so shipped 
equal a carload minimum; and the actual level, or levels, at which the 
minimum rates should be established. 


The commission said the evidence necessary to support or 
contest each of the before mentioned subjects was primarily in 
the possession of the respective carriers or other parties inter- 
ested. It said it would expect the carriers, or other parties, to 
be prepared to present all evidence necessary to support their 
contentions. It also said it reserved the right to require the pro- 
duction of any additional evidence which might be in the pos- 
session of any carrier, or other party, and which it might con- 
sider material to the issues; and also to introduce evidence 
which might be already in its files. 

“While every effort will be made to meet the convenience 
of witnesses, in the interest of clarity and simplification of the 
record, so far as possible,” says the commission, “each subject 
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will be taken up in the order above named, and the evidence 
relevant and material to each subject, both for and against, 
will be completed before the introduction of evidence relating 
to later subjects.” 

The commission said that No. 408, American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Co. et al. vs. Shepard Steamship Co. et al., would 
be consolidated with the general investigation, and the two 
proceedings would be disposed of in one report. 


CONFERENCE MEMBERSHIP 

The Maritime Commission has ordered that a hearing be 
held March 24 in No. 517, application of Gustaf B. Thorden for 
membership in North Atlantic Baltic Freight Conference, so 
as to determine whether the action of the member lines of 
the conference in denying the application of Thorden, manag- 
ing owner, Thorden Lines (Finnish North American Line) for 
membership in that conference, was unjustly discriminatory or 
unfair as between carriers, shippers, or exporters, or “op- 
erates to the detriment of the commerce of the United States, 
or is in violation of the shipping act.” The commission said 
it appeared that Thornden had agreed to abide by all the terms 
wed conditions of the agreement of the conference on file 
with it. 

The hearing is to be had in room 901, 45 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y., before L. C. Nelson, director, division of regula- 
tion, and J. McArt. 


OCEAN RATE INQUIRY 


The Maritime Commission by a supplemental order in No. 
512, cargo to Adriatic, Black Sea and Levant ports, has named 
the Kerr Steamship Co., Inc., Ellerman & Bucknall Steamship 
Co., Ltd., Strick-Ellerman Joint Service, and States Marine 
Corporation as additional respondents. The proceeding is an 
investigation by the commission into and concerning the law- 
fulness and propriety of rates, charges, rules, etc., in the trade 
from north Atlantic ports of the United States to certain Adri- 
atic, Black Sea and Levant ports (see Traffic World, Feb. 25, 
p. 445). The commission said it appeared that the added re- 
spondents, in competition with respondents named in its order 
of February 17, “do or may solicit cargo in said trade by offers 
to underquote rates of respondent conference carriers.” 

The commission has ordered the added respondents to show 
cause why the competitive methods or practices should not be 
found to be unfavorable to shipping in the foreign trade. 


TRADE-INS IN SHIP CONSTRUCTION 


With a view, primarily, to the rejuvenation of the domestic 
salt water merchant marine, the Maritime Commission has 
recommended to Congress that it amend the laws relating to 
government aid in the construction of ships so as to permit 
the introduction into that activity of the trade-in practice pre- 
vailing in the automobile and other industries. The commis- 
sion desires to establish a “trade in and build” policy. That 
practice, if authorized, however, would apply also to construc- 
tion of ships for the foreign trade. Later, according to Chair- 
man Land, attention will be given to the inland marine. 

The trade-in recommendation is made in a report to Con- 
gress concerning a study or economic survey of the coastwise 
and intercoastal shipping industry which the Maritime Commis- 
sion declares to be the first comprehensive study ever made. 
Old ships for new, would be limited to the offering of ships 
seventeen or more years old. 

Unlike the practice in the automobile industry, the ships 
taken in in trades would not be put on the market. They would 
become part of the government’s laid-up fleet and used only in 
the event of an emergency. 

The report, according to a statement by Chairman Land, 
says the domestic merchant marine industry is not in the best 
of health. Without a substantial, efficient and modern mer- 
chant fleet, it says the efficiency of a navy is materially reduced. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is criticized in the 
report in connection with reasons assigned for the present con- 
dition of the coastwise and intercoastal fleet. Chairman Land 
said a number of reasons were assigned in the report for the 
present condition and that they ran all the way from unsatis- 
factory general economic conditions through, “instances of un- 
fair railroad competition to unsound business practices on the 
part of management.” He expressed the view that unless “rea- 
sonable steps are taken to stimulate construction private opera- 
tion (as desired by Congress) is threatened.” 

Critical statements about the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in connection with fourth section applications are made 
by the maritime body in a summary of the report made by it. 
The report, according to that summary, points out that coast- 
wise steamship lines serving Atlantic and Gulf ports are impor- 
tant to the rail transportation system, the map showing that 
navigation between points along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, 
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in many instances, is as direct as transportation by land. With 
regard to the work of the rail regulating body the Maritime 
Commission summary says: 


Joint rail-water rates are common in the coastwise trade, but un- 
known to the intercoastal with the exception of the Gulf-Pacific 
service. ... 

The Commission has examined twenty-eight recent and pertinent 
Interstate Commerce Commission decisions involving ‘‘fourth section 
relief’’ in which the Commission granted relief requested in whole or 
in part in twenty-five, and denied it in only three. 

The granting of fourth-section relief has enabled the railroads to 
capture certain items of traffic moving in Atlantic and Gulf coastwise 
trade. This was recently illustrated when the rails sought to obtain 
a larger share of the citrus fruit traffic from Florida to the north. 
Immediately after publication of the reduced rail rates, heavy diver- 
sions of this traffic from steamship lines occurred and coastwise op- 
erators protested that the Interstate Commerce Commission had put 
them in a “straight jacket’’ as far as competition was concerned. 

The Interstate Commerce has been liberal to the railroads in 
granting fourth-section relief in this area, though it has indirectly 
benefited water lines in cases where it has prescribed joint rail-water 
rates. Such joint arrangements can benefit both agencies, but the 
water carriers complain that in many instances their share of the joint 
rate is disproportionately small. ... 

On the Pacific coast rail rates have been reduced to meet truck 
competition. This has been reflected in corresponding reductions in 
the steamship rates, thus further tending to decrease the latter’s reve- 
nue. The situation of the water carriers is further threatened by 
proposals of the rail lines to establish bulk rates on lumber and 
lumber products from Oregon and Washington points to points in 
California on a per thousand feet basis in lieu of the long established 
weight basis. 

Pacific coast interests protest that this is wrong in principle; dis- 
criminatory and detrimental to sawmills located at tidewater and lack- 
ing adequate rail facilities and that it will disrupt water rate stabiliza- 
tion not only in lumber but in general cargo. 

Certain provisions of fourth section relief decisions by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission have resulted in diversion on the Pacific 
Coast of considerable portions of port to port water traffic to competing 
rail lines. This diversion has been claimed as a contributing factor 
in the failure of at least two steamship lines in that area. 


The proposed legislation is deemed necessary because un- 
der existing law the owner of an American ship may not dis- 
pose of it as he sees fit, and under that law transfers of Amer- 
ican ships to foreign registry have been practically forbidden. 
The Maritime Commission is authorized to buy old ships or 
make allowances on them in the case of new construction but 
is practically limited in making allowances to the depreciated 
value of the old ships. The latter is often very low, the useful 
life of a ship being rated at twenty years. 

Under the proposed trade-in arrangement, the Maritime 
Commission would fix the value on an old ship after considera- 
tion of scrap value of the vessel proposed to be used in part 
payment of the new ship, the residual or depreciated value, and 
the world market price. The government would not pay cash 
for the old ship but would extend a credit to its owner to be 
applied on the cost of the new ship. The world market for 
ships, according to Chairman Land, is so active now that old 
ships are bringing high prices. However, under the policy of 
the United States, such ships would not be permitted to be 
transferred to a foreign country. Therefore the American 
owner desiring to build new ships would be unable to realize 
very much on property which in the world market would be 
of high value. 

The Maritime Commission found from the books of the 
companies that domestic merchant marine companies had 
$123,314,120 invested in their fleet, consisting of $110,421,041 
capital stock, $12,893,078 capital surplus, and borrowed funds 
of $19,401,882. 

One of the ills of the domestic merchant marine, according 
to the report, had been due to labor conditions. But, it says, 
labor conditions have had a material improvement in the past 
eighteen months. It said the tendency had been toward settle- 
ment of disputes by mediation. 

Among the major factors contributing to present difficulties, 
the report said, were increased operating costs, inequitable com- 
petition, insufficient net revenues to meet capital charges, de- 
preciation, and profit reserves for displacement; and unfavor- 
able economic conditions. 


LUMBER LOADING CHARGES 


Representatives of the Seaboard Navigation Co., operating 
the motorship Penobscot and the longshoremen’s union in Bos- 
ton, Mass., have consulted with the United States Maritime 
Labor Relations Board about a dispute between them as to the 
duty of the steamship company under an agreement between 
it and the union, as related to a cargo of lumber from Vienna, 
Md., to Boston. The union, according to the understanding of 
the matter at the board, refused to unload at Boston unless 
the navigation company paid it about $400. That is the dif- 
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ference between the cost incurred in loading at Vienna and 
what the cost would have been had the loading been done by 
the union men at Baltimore. The union claimed jurisdiction 
over the Vienna loading under its agreement with the naviga- 
tion company, hence the request of the union for payment of the 
difference between the Vienna cost and the Baltimore cost. The 
steamship company gave bond for the difference and the unload- 
ing was done at Boston. The board has no power to make rul- 
ings. After the consultation the negotiations between the steam- 
ship company and the union were resumed. The board has 
not been advised, it was said at its offices, as to the outcome. 


M. C. HEARINGS 


The Maritime Commission has postponed from March 30 
to April 17 hearing in No. 514, intercoastal rate structure, be- 
fore Examiner Robert M. Furniss, in the Department of Com- 
merce auditorium. 

The commission has postponed from March 17 to March 24 
hearing in No. 516, North Carolina Line—rates to and from 
Charleston, S. C., before Examiner John A. Russell, in the 
court room of the Post Office building, Meeting and Broad 
Streets, Charleston, S. C. 

The commission has also announced that hearing in No. 
515, Sprague Steamship Agency, Inc., vs. A/S Ivarans Rederi 
et al., will be held April 3, before L. C. Nelson, d‘rector, divis on 
— —> and J. McArt, in room 901, 45 Broadway, New 

Ore, IN. X. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


In 470, in the matter of agreements Nos. 1438 et al., the 
Maritime Commission has issued a show cause order with re- 
spect to agreements Nos. 1438 and 5264, relating to pooling, 
against the Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Actien-Gesell- 
schaft, Norddeutscher Lloyd, United States Lines Co., and 
United States Navigation Co., Inc. The lines are ordered to 
show cause on May 15, in room 304, 45 Broadway, New York, 
why the commission should not disapprove and order canceled, 
as being unduly discriminatory as between carriers and detri- 
mentalu to the commerce of the United States, agreements Nos. 
1438 and 5264. 


FOREIGN SHIPMENTS HALTED 


The Department of Commerce announced March 16 that, 
in view of developments in Czechoslovakia in the last few days, 
the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce had informed 
its district and cooperative offices to advise American exporters 
to hold shipment destined for that country at European ports 
until the situation cleared. 





FITTING SHIPS FOR COAL 


The Maritime Commission, it was said at its offices, had 
advised President Roosevelt that it was disinclined to expend 
the money necessary to fit ships for the transportation of 
coal to Brazil as requested by Representatives Kee and Smith, 
of West Virginia, and Flannagan, of Virginia. Cost of convert- 
ing vessels for such service would amount to about $2,000,000, 
it was estimated. 


SHIP CONSTRUCTION PROGRESS 


The standing of the American merchant marine in in- 
ternational trade, carrying cargo and passengers and exclusive 
of tankers, and vessels under 2,000 gross tons, is fourth in 
tonnage, fifth in ships of speed of 12 knots and up, and sixth 
in ships of less than 10 years of age, according to M. L. Wil- 
cox, director of operations and traffic of the Maritime Commis- 
sion. He spoke March 15 before the Traffic Club of New York, 
and March 17 before the Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic Club at 
Norfolk, Va. 

By 1942, said Mr. Wilcox, 90 per cent of the ocean-going 
ships of the American merchant marine would be at least 20 
years old. 

“When the recent flurry occurred in Europe late in 1938 
and it looked like war might break out momentarily, the for- 
eign vessels of the British, French and Germans serving the 
United States were withdrawn or had their schedules altered 
to such an extent that there was a serious disruption in service 
to and from the United States,” said Mr. Wilcox. “This gave 
us another indication of what we could expect to happen if 
there is a war in 1939 or 1940 and we are to rely to any extent 
on foreign flag tonnage. There is only one answer, and that 
is to build and operate an American merchant marine sufficient 
to take care of our peace-time needs and to be ready in time 
of a national emergency.” 

Mr. Wilcox pointed out that since the passage of the 1936 
act the Maritime Commission had commenced construction of 
the America, a 21 knot, 1,200 passenger ship, for the United 
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States Lines; four 16% knot cargo ships for the Export Lines; 
three combination cargo and passenger ships of 16% knot speed 
for the Mississippi Shipping Co.; twelve 1642 knot tankers for the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey; twenty 15% knot C-2 cargo 
ships; sixteen C-3 type cargo ships; and ten C-3 type combina- 
tion passenger and cargo ships. 

Mr. Wilcox said that there were still several foreign trades 
served by American ships, or “which ought to be served by 
American ships,” which had not yet been included in the con- 
struction and subsidy program. Careful consideration was 
being given these by the commission and it hoped that before 
long it would be able to have an all-inclusive program for 
construction of vessels and the subsidizing of their operation 
on all important trade routes necessary for the maintenance 
of the position of the United States in foreign trade, said he. 

The commission, Mr. Wilcox said, had determined that the 
foreign ships could be built for anywhere from 331% to 45 per 
cent of the cost of the American ships, and had granted con- 
struction differential subsidies on this basis. 





LIABILITY OF VESSELS 
A hearing on H. R. 2660, relating to liability of vessel 
owners, including those engaged in inland navigation, will be 


held April 18 by the House committee on merchant marine 
and fisheries. 








McCORMICK STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


The McCormick Steamship Company announces the estab- 
lishment of representation in the Chicago territory by United 
Steamship Agencies. The new agency replaces that of E. L. 
McConnaughey & Co. The firm name of United Steamship 
Agencies represents a consolidation of the offices of J. P. and 
Stuart Robertson and Johnson and Company. Its representa- 
tion covers Chicago, South Bend, M‘lwaukee, and Decatur. 

The agency will cover McCormick Steamship Company 
operations in the Pac'fic coastwise, intercoastal, Puerto Rican, 
and South American (Pacific Argentine Brazil Line) routes. 


INTERCOASTAL SHIP SUBSIDY 


The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries 
will hold a hearing April 5 on H. R. 1010, the Welch inter- 
coastal subsidy bill. 





LOAD LINE BILL HEARING 


The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries 
will hold a hearing April 13 on H. R. 4220, ship load line pro- 
posed legislation. 





WEST COAST DRYDOCK FACILITIES 


Hearings on H. R. 1011, H. R. 2870 and H. R. 3040, pro- 
viding for acquisition of drydock facilities for the Maritime 
Commission at San Francisco and Los Angeles, will be held 
by the House committee on merchant marine and fisheries, 
April 6. 


AUTOMOBILES VIA LAKE 


The Detroit and Cleveland Navigation Company has re- 
quested the Maritime Commission to suspend Item 20A, para- 
graph B, Supplement 3, effect've March 27, and Item 20B, para- 
graph B, Supplement 4, effective April 3, to Erie Steamship 
Company USMC 2, alleging proposed changes in these items 
will cause breakdown of rates on automobiles to territory served 
through Buffalo, N. Y., as well as Cleveland, O. 


PIONEER LINE BIDS ASKED 


The Maritime Commission has invited bids for the pur- 
chase or charter of the government’s steamship service known 
as the American Pioneer Line and its 12 steel cargo vessels 
operating in the Far East, Indian and Australian services. Bids 
will be opened at the commission’s offices at noon, April 10. 





U. S. INTERCOASTAL TRADE 


In the United States intercoastal trade in January there 
were fifty-one ships with 160,139 tons of cargo, which transited 
the Panama Canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific, while in 
the reverse direction there were fifty-two sh'ps wth 388,719 
tons of cargo, according to the Panama Canal record. 


CONSOLIDATED CLASSIFICATION DOCKET 


With the Traffic Bulletin of March 18 is mailed to sub- 
scribers Docket No. 77, of the Consolidated Classification Com- 
mittee, for hearings by the Official, Southern, and Wes‘ern 
Classification committees at Atlanta, April 12; New York, April 
19; and Chicago, April 25. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Routing and Misrouting—Carrier Not Required to Turn 
Shipment Over to Competing Carrier 


New York.—Question: I would greatly appreciate your 
views on the following question of conflicting rates and routes. 

The D. L. & W. R. R. Cement Tariff I. C. C. A-23830, pro- 
vides for a rate of 11 cents per 100 pounds from Nazareth, 
Pa., on the D. L. & W. R. R. to Manhattan Piers, N. J. (P. 
R. R.), routed D. L. & W.-Kearney Junction, P. R. R. This 
is the only rate and route in the tariff between the points in 
question. 

The tariff does, however, provide for a rate of 8 cents per 
100 pounds from Nazareth, Pa., to the comparable D. L. & W. 
point (New York Lighterage Station, N. J.), when for trans- 
shipment, routed D. L. & W.-direct. 

The L. & N. E. R. R. Cement Tariff I. C. C. A-6410 pro- 
vides for a rate of 8 cents per 100 pounds from Nazareth, Pa., 
to Manhattan Piers, N. J., for transshipment, via L. & N. E.- 
Martins Creek, P. R. R. 

If a shipper located on the D. L. & W. R. R. at Nazareth, 
Pa., took out a bill of lading with that line covering a ship- 
ment consigned to Manhattan Piers, N. J., for transshipment 
and showed on the bill of lading a rate of 8 cents per 100 
pounds, and also a route of D. L. & W.-Kearney Junction, P. 
R. R., would the D. L. & W. R. R. have to protect the 8-cent 
rate? Assuming, of course, that the railroad agent accepted 
the shipment and the billing as stated, and the shipment moved. 

Answer: In McLean Lumber Co. vs. Louisville & N. R. R. 
Co., 22 I. C. C. 349, the Commission held that the initial carrier 
is under no obligation to turn over to a competing line ship- 
ments delivered to it under bills of lading containing routing 
instructions and a rate applicable only over other lines to 
which the consignor might have given the shipment, and that 
it is not chargeable with misrouting when the shipments are 
forwarded over the cheapest available route affording it the 
line haul. 

Therefore, unless there is a route to which the D. L. & W. 
is a party and via which route a cheaper rate to the destination 
named in the bill of lading applies than that applicable via the 
route shown in the bill of lading, there would be no misrouting 
on the part of the D. L. & W. in forwarding the shipment via 
the route specified in the bill of lading to the destination named 
therein regardless of whether or not the rate applicable via 
another route is shown in the bill of lading. See Metamora 
Elevator Co. vs. Cincinnati, H. & D. Ry. Co., 160, I. C. C. 491, 
“a: = — Cooperage Co. vs. Baltimore & O. R. R. Co., 161 
I. C. C. 259. 


Tariff Interpretation 


New York.—Question: Agent R. S. Cooper, Motor Car- 
riers’ Traffic Association, Tariff Bureau, Tariff No. 14, MF-I. 
C. C. 16, which is “governed, except as otherwise provided, 
by the National Motor Freight Classification No. 3, South, C. 
F. Jackson, MF-I. C. C. No. 5, and by exceptions to said classi- 
fication as indicated herein.” 

Item 95A reads: ‘On articles classified seventh (7) class 
in the National Motor Freight Classification—South, Agent C. 
F. Jackson’s MF-I. C. C. No. 5, apply column 35 or 35 per 
cent of first class (applicable only from, to and between points 
in North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia).” 

On volume truckload shipments moving from New York 
state points into North Carolina, the trucking company insists 
upon charging the 7th class rate and which in the above tariff 
is on the basis of 40 per cent of first class. 

They insist that the intent of Item 95A is for application 
only on movements entirely within the three states named and 
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is _ applicable to shipments originating in the state of New 
York. 

Our position is, that regardless of the original intent as 
regards issuance of this item, that it does not specifically re- 
strict application intraterritorially as claimed, therefore its 
application must be interpreted so as to permit assessment at 
the lower rate. 

The commodity in question is given 7th class rating and 
moves in excess of the minimum truckload weights. 

At 35 per cent of first class, the motor carrier rate is the 
same as rail carload rate with which the trucking company is 
in competition. 

Please advise your interpretation as to the correct rate 
applicable, giving reference to Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion decisions, if any, in support. 

Answer: We are of the opinion that the rating provided 
in Item 95-A, which is quoted in the second paragraph of your 
letter applies on movements from points in the state of New 
York to points in the state of North Carolina. 

If Item 95-A had read: “Applicable only between points in 
North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia,’’ we would then 
say that the rating would not apply on shipments originating 
outside of the states mentioned, but, in this item the words 
“from” and “to” are words which in our opinion should be 
interpreted as having application to shipments originating out- 
side of the states mentioned. 

If it was the intention of the item not to apply from points 
not in those states, the world “from” and “to” are superfluous, 
for the word “between” implies that the rating applies both 
ways within such states. 

We note that in Supplement No. 19 to Agent R. S. Cooper’s 
MF-I. C. C. 16, Tariff 14, which is published to become effective 
March 15th, that Item 95-A has been superseded by 95-B, 
changing or restricting the application to apply as carrier in- 
tended. The wording has been changed to read: “(Applicable 
only between points in North Carolina, South Carolina and Vir- 
ginia and points in North Carolina, South Carolina and Vir- 
ginia.)” 

Tariff Interpretation—Disposition of Fractions 


Minnesota.—Question: About a year ago or less, the In- 
terstate Comerce Commission handed down a ruling in a case 
that where a commodity tariff has a rate that is based on a 
multiple or proportion of another rate, that rate is the actual 
fraction and cannot be increased to the whole number, unless 
the commodity rate tariff carries such a rule. That is, if a rate 
is % of 15 cents, the commodity rate is 7% cents and not 8 
cents. 

Will you kindly cite us the decision in the Traffic World? 

Answer: We have been unable to locate a decision of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission wherein they ruled on this 
question. 

Rule 36 of the Consolidated Classification provides that, ‘‘un- 
less otherwise provided, in computing a rate based on a multiple 
or proportion of another rate, such as one and one-half times 
first class rate of (1%) or double first class rate (D-1), or the 
specified increases for non-compliance with any of the classi- 
fication requirements, the following will govern in the disposition 
of fractions: “Fractions of less than % or .50 of a cent omit. 
Fractions of % or .50 of a cent or greater increase to next 
whole figure.” 

If a tariff does not provide for the disposition of fractions, 
but is subject to the classification provision above quoted, a 
fraction less than 4% cent is omitted and a fraction of % or more 
is increased to the next whole cent. However, if a tariff is not 
subject to the classification and does not contain a provision for 
the disposition of fractions, the actual fractions must, in our 
opinion, be used. 


Limitation of Actions—Transit Shipments 


illinois.—Question: Referring to answer, under caption, 
“Overcharges—Duty of Carrier to Refund Promptly,” page 447, 
Traffic World of February 25, 1939. We agree with your reply, 
but possibly the actual handling would not preclude a refund 
of some of the overcharges. 


Under ordinary handling of grain, the barley referred to 
would be unloaded into a terminal elevator, to be reforwarded 
later to some consuming point. Regardless of the fact that the 
inbound movement to Manitowoc, Wis., was in the latter part of 
1935 and first part of 1936, it is altogether possible this forward- 
ing from that point was not until later in 1936. 

Sub-paragraph (c), paragraph 3, Section 16 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act provides in substance that claims must be 
filed within three years “from the time the cause of action 
accrues.” 

Circle reference 20, page 17, C. & N. W. Ry. G. F. D. 
17040, as changed in Supplement No. 17, effective September 


The Traffic World 








Vol. LXIII, No. 11 


23, 1935, provides for the application of the Chicago, IIl., rates 
to Manitowoc, Wis., on grain, etc., reforwarded to destinations 
east of the Illinois-Indiana state line, or by boat to designated 
lake ports. 

Assuming proper transit privileges were in effect at Mani- 
towoc, Wis., authorizing the storing in transit of barley when 
for destinations referred to in circle reference 20, as noted in 
the foregoing paragraph, the cause of action would not accrue 
until the barley had been forwarded under the conditions re- 
ferred to in the rate and transit tariffs. 

On the original inbound movement to Manitowoc, Wis., the 
shipper would be compelled to pay the freight charges on the 
local rate to that point, and it would only be when the final 
destination was as referred to, that the lower freight charge 
would become applicable. Therefore, is it not true that all 
barley forwarded within the three-year statutory period would 
be entitled to the lower rate, thus permitting the shipper to 
file complaint or claim for overcharge? 

Answer: In its decision in Barteldes Seed Co. vs. Atchi- 
son, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 200 I. C. C. 268, the Commission said: 


Some of the movements into the transit point on the shipments 
herein considered occurred more than two years prior to the filing of 
the complaint, and defendants contend that the claims based thereon 
are barred. However, these original shipments are lost in the friction 
of transit, and the only claims before us are those based on delivery 
at the final destinations, such delivery having been made in each in- 
stance within two years prior to the filing of the complaint. 


Under this decision of the Commission, it appears that the 
date of the delivery of the shipments following their movemeni 
from the transit point determines the date from which the three- 
year period of limitation provided for in Sub-division (c) of 
paragraph 3 of Section 16 of the Interstate Commerce Act be- 
gins to run. 


Tariff Interpretation—Car Trucks (Without Motors), 
Wheels and Axles 


Pennsylvania.—Question: We respectfully solicit your co- 
operation to assist in the proper interpretation of an item car- 
ried in various freight tariffs, and particularly Items 3190 and 
3195, Southwestern Lines’ Tariff No. 8-N, I. C. C. 3043, under 
the general heading of Iron and Steel Articles, reading, ‘Car 
Trucks (Without Motors), Wheels and Axles.” 

The question in this connection which we would especially 
desire information is, whether or not the freight rates provided 
for in the above mentioned items would have application on 
shipments of wheels or axles in carloads when shipped sepa- 
rately or exclusively of car trucks. 

Answer: Items 3190 and 3195 of Agent Peel’s I. C. C. 
3043, Tariff No. 8-N, reads in part as follows: 


Iron and Steel Articles, as described in Note A, straight or mixed 
carloads, minimum weight 36,000 pounds. Note A—Iron and Steel Ar- 
ticles, viz.: * * * Car Trucks (without motors), Wheels and Axles * * * 


Our opinion with respect to the interpretation of the item 
in question is that the rates published in the above items have 
application on shipments of car wheels or car axles in carloads 
when shipped separately or exclusively of car trucks. 

We are of the opinion that there are three commodities 
which can be shipped separately. If this is not so, the wording 
in the item as to “straight carloads,”’ would have to be restricted 
to the commodities in question. In other words, we believe 
that the rate applies on car wheels and/or car axles in straight 
or mixed carloads, separately and apart from car trucks (with- 
out motors). 


Proof of Loss or Damage 


Arkansas-Texas.—Question: In your reply to Kentucky 
on page 1067 of your November 19, 1938, issue, under the above 
caption, you considered liability for alleged damages of a de- 
livering carrier of a shipment in original package (usually 
L. C. L.), which had previously been received by the consignor 
thereof, usually by carload, held in a warehouse for some time 
and then reshipped without examination of the contents of the 
package. 

Did you intend to say that the last carrier is liable for such 
damage upon introduction by the shipper of the bill of lading 
showing that the shipment was in apparent good condition at 
the time of the last shipment, unless carrier could show to the 
contrary or otherwise excuse the damage? If so, it seems that 
you have overlooked the decision in at least two cases, viz.: 
Ohio Galv. & Mfg. Co. vs. S. P., 39 Fed. (2d) 840, and Hines vs. 
Warden, 229 S. W. (Tex.) 957. 

It is apparent in such cases that it is just as probable the 
concealed damage, discovered when shipment is uncrated at 
final destination, occurred during the inbound movement to the 
worehouse where it was stored as it did on the last and usually 
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short haul movement. Neither the shipper nor the carrier can 
tell where the damage occurred. It is on this basis that the 
delivering lines have taken the position that they should not bear 
more than fifty per cent of the damage. As you say, they may 
not be able to support this view in court; on the other hand, it 
seems doubtful, under the facts here assumed, whether a case 
is made at all against the last carrier without actual proof 
that it damaged the shipment. 


Since your answer seems confusing, will you not consider 
the question further in the light of the above decisions and 
reply in your columns? 


Answer: We did not intend to convey the idea that a 
carrier is liable for damages upon the introduction by the ship- 
per of the bill of lading showing that the shipment was in ap- 
parent good condition at the time of last shipment, unless the 
carrier could show to the contrary or otherwise excuse the 
damage. 


While it is rather difficult to state the proposition, we think 
the following statement of the court in Goldberg et al. vs. New 
York, N. H. & H. R. Co., 153 Atl. 812, expresses quite clearly 
the statement contained in the third paragraph of our answer 
to which you evidently refer: 


To recover for damages to shipment during transportation by car- 
rier, shipper must prove good condition of goods at time of delivery 
to carrier or a receipt from carrier acknowledging receipt of goods in 
good condition. McMahon et al. vs. American Railway Express Co., 
141 A. 566, 6 N. J. Misc. R. 468. But such a receipt is not conclusive 
and no presumption is raised as to the condition of merchandise which 
is not open to inspection. Gramling Electric Refrigeration, Inc., vs. 
Southern R. Co., supra; Meyers Co. vs. Cunard Steamship Co., 137 
Miscl. Rep. 875, 244 N. Y. S. 114. 


A bill of lading signed by a carrier acknowledging the receipt of 
merchandise in good order or in apparently good order is prima facie 
evidence that, as to external appearance and in so far as its condition 
could be ascertained by mere inspection, the goods were in good order, 
and the burden of going forward with the evidence and rebutting the 
presumption raised by such an admission falls on the carrier. O’Brien 
vs. Gilchrist, 34 Me. 554, 56 Am. Dec. 676; Tarbox vs. Eastern Steam- 
boat Co., 50 Me. 339; The T. A. Goddard (D. C.) 12 Fed. 174; Barrett 
vs. Rogers, 7 Mass. 297, 5 Am. Dec. 45; Hastings vs. Pepper, 11 Pick. 
(Mass.) 43; Shepherd et al. vs. Naylor et al., 5 Gray (Mass.) 591; 
Illinois Central R. Co. vs. Cowles, 32 Ill. 121; Sprotte vs. Delaware, L. 
& W. R. Co., 90 N. J. Law, 720, 101 A. 518; Saliba vs. New York Cen- 
tral R. Co., 101 Vt. 435, 144 A. 194; Southern R. Co. et al. vs. North- 
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western Fruit Exchange, 210 Ala. 519, 98 So. 382; The Dondo (D. C.) 
287 F. 239. 
Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting 

indiana.—Question: We would like to have your opinion 
in connection with the following situation. Motor carrier A ac- 
cepted a shipment of furniture which had to move over two 
truck lines. The shipping order carried no routing instructions 
other than the original carrier. The original carrier placed the 
first class rate on this shipment in accordance with the furni- 
ture exceptions and, unknowingly, routed it for delivery via 
line which had placed a restriction on the furniture exception. 

The shipment was prepaid and the delivering carrier ac- 
cepted it with the first class rate shown on the freight bill and 
moved it to destination, then issued a balance due bill against 
the original carrier to bring the rate up to one and one-half 
times first. 

It is the contention of the originating carrier that the de- 
livering carrier should not have accepted the shipment without 
calling the attention of the originating carrier to the fact that 
they could not move it on the rate as shown. In case the orig- 
inating carrier has to issue a balance due bill against the ship- 
per in order to collect the proper charge for the routing used, 
can the shipper come back with an overcharge claim against 
the originating carrier? 

Answer: There being on provision in the Motor Carrier 
Act which gives the shipper the right to route his shipment, 
and no provision which gives the Commission jurisdiction to 
award damages for the failure of a carrier to forward a ship- 
ment in accordance with the instructions of a shipper, the ship- 
per’s remedy, if one exists, is an action at law in court. 

Section 217, paragraph (b) of the Motor Carrier Act pro- 
vides that published tariffs are to be strictly observed, but 
contains nothing which relates to the routing of a shipment. 

If the: published tariff rate via the route over which a ship- 
ment moves is collected, there is no violation of paragraph (b) 
of Section 217, although there may be a misrouting of the 
shipment if the routing instructions of the shipper are not 
followed by the carrier. 

We are therefore of the opinion that the misrouting of a 
shipment does not contravene the provisions of paragraph (b) 
of Section 217 of the motor carrier act. 

The collection of charges on the shipment in question, ap- 
plicable via the route over which the shipment moved is not an 
overcharge, in our opinion, under the motor carrier act. 


Services of Public Warehouses in Distribution 


Flexibility of Storage Space and Pre-determining Storage and Handling Costs — Sixth of a 
Series of Nine Articles by Dr. John H. Frederick, Professor of Transportation and 
Industry, School of Business Administration, The University of Texas 


necessity of keeping spot-stocks of their products at 

strategic points. This is particularly true of those who 
distribute direct to retailers and is becoming more and more 
the case with those who deal through wholesalers. The re- 
tailers and wholesalers of today carry small stocks and will not 
tolerate the delay caused by the necessity of shipping from 
distant factories. Delivery is now an even more important 
part of selling than it has been in the past. 


Confronted with this problem of national distribution, the 
manufacturer must decide whether he is going to provide his 
own storage facilities in connection with branch sales offices 
or use the services of public warehouses in maintaining stocks 
from which instant deliveries may be made to customers. 

In making this important decision there are a number of 
fatcors that must be considered. One of the most important 
is concerned with the flexibility of the storage space obtained 
by one method or the other—in other words, its adaptability 
to large or small storage requirements. The ideal arrangement, 
of course, is for the manufacturer to use storage space that 
can be increased or decreased at will with consequent altering 
of the costs involved. 


Public Warehouses Are Flexible 


One of the outstanding advantages that the public ware- 
houses have to offer over other types of storage is that they 
provide far more flexible facilities. The erection of private ware- 
houses necessitates a large investment in land and buildings, 
with a resulting fixed maintenance and operating cost. The 
leasing of private warehouse buildings or space in connection 
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with a sales office also involves a fixed rental charge, as well 
as fixed operating costs. Moreover, such private warehouses, 
if erected or leased, are, in many cases, used to store goods 
for only a portion of the year and have periods of idleness when 
their operation entails unnecessary expense. Despite this con- 
dition, such storage facilities must, in all cases, be equal to 
caring for the maximum quantity of goods to be carried in 
stock at the busiest time of the year. 


For example, a manufacturer who, six months of the year, 
requires warehouse space of 10,000 square feet and the rest of 
the year only 4,000 square feet, is taking a loss in providing his 
own inflexible facilities. To afford complete facilities for his 
peak season, it is necessary for him to rent 10,000 square feet 
for the full twelve months. Therefore, he is paying twelve 
monthly rentals on 10,000 square feet, whereas his require- 
ments call for six monthly rentals of 10,000 and six monthly 
rentals of 4,000 square feet. Should this manufacturer place 
his spot-stock in a public warehouse on a package basis he 
would pay only for the actual amount of merchandise in stor- 
age. On the other hand, should he rent space from a public 
warehouse, he might do so on a lease for 4,000 square feet with 
the privilege of expanding to 10,000 on a month-to-month basis 
for the period he required the extra 6,000 square feet. 


In leasing or constructing storage space, the problem is 
further complicated by the fact that the manufacturer must 
look ahead to the volume of business he hopes to develop. 
He, therefore, deliberately contracts for more space than his 
immediate volume of business justifies in order that he may 
be in a position to handle any increased business that may 
come his way. Under such circumstances, there is very little 
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possibility of his adjusting storage space to immediate storage 
needs at any particular time. Moreover, rent, light, heat, 
power, insurance, depreciation, repairs, clerical help, and labor 
are constant expenses, whether his branch sales office and ware- 
house are busy or not. ; 

Public warehouses present a situation exactly opposite to 
the foregoing. The amount of storage space used by any one 
storer may be increased, decreased, or discontinued at will. 
No guarantees are required by public warehousemen as to any 
definite amount of storage to be used over a period of time, 
when goods are handled on a package basis. 

When the arrangement is on a space basis, the lease be- 
tween warehouseman and storer may run from month to month 
with provisions for expansion or contraction as required. By 
serving his markets from public warehouses, therefore, a ship- 
per is privileged to lease average or minimum storage require- 
ments and to protect his maximum requirements by additional 
space leased on a month to month basis, thereby paying for 
this extra space for only two or three months of the year rather 
than over the period of a long-term lease. Moreover, the 
shipper can employ a minimum warehouse force, if he uses his 
own men in his own leased space in the warehouse and, on 
request and at a moment’s notice, can obtain additional experi- 
enced labor and equipment from the warehouse organization On 
an hourly basis. In dull seasons, the cost to the manufacturer 
using public warehouses diminishes, while in a private branch 
or warehouse a certain overhead is present at all times. In 
other words, public warehouses may be used in exact propor- 
tion to the manufacturer’s storage needs at any particular time 
and his expense for storage will be in exact proportion to the 
space used. So, in a public warehouse there is no expense 
for storage unless there is business and the expense is con- 
fined to the goods actually needed in the particular market 
where stored. 


Public Warehouses Specialized Distribution Agencies 


Public warehouses are able to take care of this varying 
demand for their space from various clients due to the nature 
of their business. These specialized distribution agencies 
handle such a large variety of goods for so many different 
storers that the space and services not required by one client 
may be offset by the demands of another. In addition, most 
public warehouses usually have excess storage space available; 
space plus service is what they have to sell, and they see to 
it that they have an adequate supply. 


Manufacturers and other shippers who are awake to the 
necessity of widening their markets and the maintaining of 
spot-stocks may, therefore, do so through the use of public 
warehouses with the certainty that their storage expenses will 
be in proper ratio to the volume of business transacted in any 
particular marketing area. This is so because public ware- 
houses quote their rates for storage and handling on the bas's 
of goods handled—by the unit or package, or on weight, de- 
pending on individual circumstances. The factory branch store- 
room or private warehouse cannot do business on this unit 
basis because its overhead expenses bear little relation to the 
volume of goods handled. It will be seen, therefore, that stor- 
ing goods in public warehouses makes it possible to figure han- 
dling costs on the same unit basis as in manufacturing and 
selling. Moreover, this basis is predetermined by the warehouse 
contract, which gives a specific quotation for storing, for han- 
dling, and for each item of service required. A private ware- 
house or storeroom is unable to predetermine costs with such 
accuracy unless maintained by a distributor whose volume of 
business is large and fairly well spread out over the year. In 
fact, the cost of storing in private warehouses or agency store- 
rooms can seldom be ascertained until the close of the month 
or other fiscal period when all items of expense have been 
reported, and the cost a unit varies with the volume of business 
and is, therefore, far from constant. 


Predetermining Storage and Handling Costs 


Storage and handling charges in public warehouses are 
based on a scientific study of costs, value, and hazard of the 
service, and a number of other factors. These charges vary 
from city to city and fluctuate according to the weight and size 
of the article stored. All warehouses, moreover, have a certain 
height of ceiling and their floors have a definite weight-carrying 
capacity, so that in each instance a standard floor load and pile 
height have been established as a basis for computing charges. 
Storage and handling charges, therefore, are based on either 
volume or weight, depending on the commodity and the size and 
method of packing. Allowances must always be made for odd- 
shaped packages and special requirements for either handling 
or storage, such as the cost incurred by delivering goods accord- 
ing to serial numbers or for honeycombing the piles. 

The following are the principal factors considered by all 
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public warehouses in arriving at storage and handling charges 
for any commodity: 


1. The value both of the commodity and the service offered. 

2. Whether or not the commodity is particularly fragile. 

3. Liability to claims on the part of the warehouseman for damage 
to the commodity while in his custody. 

4. The volume of business that the commodity offers. Those com- 
modities that flow through a warehouse in large and regular volume 
can be charged for at a lower rate than those which come in small 
quantities at irregular periods. 

5. The possibility of damaging other goods due to odor, leakage, 
attraction to vermin, hazardous nature, dust, mussiness, etc. 

6. The difficulty in handling goods due to their hazardous nature, 
dust, odor, mussiness, etc. 

7. Whether or not the goods need to be protected from freezing or 
kept in cold storage. 

8. Whether or not it is necessary completely to isolate the goods. 

9. Whether or not the goods need to be stored in such a way as 
to make access to them easy for examination or treatment. 

10. Piling requirements, such as loss of space due to type of pack- 
age or type of commodity; size of the package; necessity for special 
piling; legibility of marks on packages; assortment of packages, etc. 


Public warehouse rates are figured in advance to a frac- 
tion of a cent so that a manufacturer may predetermine what 
it will cost him to handle a given amount of business in a 
stated period. Many manufacturers carry several thousand 
cases of their goods in public warehouses certain periods of 
the year and at other times carry only a few hundred cases, 
or none at all. Public warehouse space is entirely flexible and 
no binding contract is required as to the volume of merchandise 
or the amount of space required in any given time. The manu- 
facturer has no definite fixed storage overhead and his costs 
are always in direct proportion to the amount of business done. 

In order to predetermine just what his storage and (or) 
handling costs will be in any particular warehouse, the manu- 
facturer need only supply the warehouseman with the follow- 
ing data to receive a quotation covering his exact requirements: 


1. Name and nature of the commodity. 

2. How packed, whether in wooden cases, fibre cartons, barrels, 
drums or other containers. 

3. Dimensions (height, length and width) of each size and style of 
package. 

4. The number of different brands or styles of the commodity and 
the size of each package. 

5. The approximate value of each style of package. 

6. Whether shipment to warehouses will be in carload or less-car- 
load quantities. 

7. Whether delivery (cartage) service will be desired in addition 
to storage and handling in the warehouse. 


With this information the warehouseman will quote a fair 
rate on the accepted unit of goods in the trade, the same unit 
as used in manufacturing and selling, either for each service 
he can render or for an all-inclusive service. The manufac- 
turer will, thus, know in advance just what his handling costs 
are going to amount to. The unit cost remains practically the 
same, irrespective of the volume of sales. 

The rates as quoted can generally be grouped as follows: 


1. Handling (receiving) into storage. 

2. Pool-car handling. 

3. Storing—bulk, broken lots, assorted lots, or leased space. (If 
bonded storage is required these charges will be scaled to cover the 
additional service.) 

. Handling (delivering) out of storage. 

. Extra charge for each negotiable receipt issued. 

. Charge for C. O. D. deliveries. 

. Charge for invoicing where sales are made from warehouse. 
Extra charge for re-packing and like services. 

Rate of insurance a hundred dollars. 


While the matter of adaptability to large or small storage 
needs and the opportunity to predetermine storage and han- 
dling costs, with its consequent assistance to the figuring of 
unit distribution expense, are only two of the advantages that 
public warehouses have to offer, they may well be the deciding 
factors for many manufacturer in their choice between public 
and private storage. 


Changing from Package to Space Basis 


A number of manufacturers have recently told the writer 
that they had at one time used public warehouses but, because 
of a change in the nature or volume of their business, had 
found that public warehouse charges exceeded what it would 
cost them to maintain their own facilities. Concerns who de- 
velop their own warehousing facilities are generally those 
handling an exceptionally large amount of business. It appears 
to be a common practice for manufacturers to use public ware- 
houses when entering a new market or one where the volume 
is not great enough to warrant setting up their own warehous- 
ing accommodations. Then, after a substantial volume of 
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business has been developed, these same manufacturers are 
likely to leave the public warehouse and go into their own. 

For example, a few years ago a mid-western warehouse 
handled the account of a national distributor of beds, springs, 
and mattresses. This manufacturer placed a stock in the ware- 
house and employed a salesman in the territory. The business 
grew in volume to a point where warehouse charges for stor- 
age and handling exceeded the cost of maintaining a branch 
warehouse. The natural result was that the concern placed this 
stock in a building of its own and still follows this policy. At 
one time, also, it was the common thing for many public ware- 
houses to have automobile tire accounts. In most cases, the 
business grew so rapidly and the turnover was so great that the 
tire manufacturers realized that they could operate their own 
branch houses for less money than they could handle the goods 
through public warehouses. 

It is not always true, however, that manufacturers turn 
to their own warehouses after their business has increased to 
such proportions as will allow a saving in this expense. The 
reason for remaining with public warehouse set-ups is that 
the warehouse service has been so well established, the con- 
tacts made with the service by both seller and buyers, and the 
routine in handling the business so established, that the manu- 
facturers do not want to disrup the system even though it costs 
a fair amount in excess of what they might handle their own 
business for. 

The advantage of the flexible public warehouse services is 
shown in such cases, for it is possible for these manufacturers 
to convert their storage accounts with public warehouses from 
a package to a space basis. It appears, from what various 
manufacturers have told the writer from time to time, that 
they are not conversant with the possibilities of space rental 
in public warehouses. Nearly every public warehouse is in 
position to rent a certain amount of space wherein the manu- 
facturer can set up his own handling organization, do light 
manufacturing, or anything else he desires, and at the same 
time avail himself of many of the public warehouse services. 

Here is how one public warehouseman describes his space 
rental activities. 

We operate a great amount of floor space that we lease outright 
to various customers on a per annum basis for their use as branch 
warehouses. When space is leased we, of course, set a price on this 
space at a figure yielding a profit, for there is always a certain amount 
of service which has to be furnished. The direct handling of the goods, 
however, is taken care of by the manufacturers’ own branch organiza- 
tions and it makes no difference to us whether they turn their stock 
six times a month or once a month. Our revenue is based on the num- 
ber of square feet their lease calls for and on what we collect for the 
performance of special services from time to time. 


Space rental, therefore, is merely the leasing from the 
warehouse operators of a definite space on a square foot basis, 
instead of renting or purchasing quarters elsewhere. The 
process is different from that of consigning goods to the ware- 
house to be carried in open storage for the account of the 
manufacturer, which type of storage is usually handled on a 
package basis. It is particularly adapted for the manufacturer 
of products of a complicated nature, of those requiring technical 
knowledge in their distribution, and of those that are delivered 
out of stock in less than case lots. For these manufacturers, 
the space rental method is used, not because it makes for any 
permanent economy in distribution costs, but because it satisfies 
a natural desire and tendency to seek private methods of han- 
dling their goods as far down the line to the consumer as pos- 
sible. 


Handling Broken Package Deliveries 


In order to meet the requirements of storers who are just 
entering the territory served by a public warehouse, many ware- 
houses arrange to handle broken package deliveries. When this 
service is supplied it is usually on a combination of package 
and space rental basis. All the stock is entered into storage 
on a package basis and then, as the standard packages become 
broken by withdrawals of part of their contents, they are trans- 
ferred to a locked room. This transaction withdraws open 
packages from the main stocks and stops the package basis 
storage charge. The locked room or space, which is usually 
just large enough to accommodate several broken packages, is 
rented to the storer on a month-to-month space basis. For 
preparing deliveries from these rooms a charge is made for the 
labor on the hourly rate named in the warehouseman’s tariff, 
or as contracted for with individual storers. 





UNION PACIFIC BUYS LOCOMOTIVES 
In addition to the $15,000,000 which the Union Pacific Rail- 
road will spend in its expansion program this year, President 
Jeffers has announced the purchase of fifteen “800” class 4-8-4 
type locomotives for high-speed passenger and freight service 
at a cost of $2,366,000. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





The Tiffin (O.) Traffic Club held its first regular meeting 
March 13 in the Chamber of Commerce Building at which 
time a constitution was adopted and officers elected, as fol- 
lows: President, A. V. Cuthbert, T. M., U. S. Glass Company; 
vice-president, E. Stack, T. M., Webster Manufacturing Com- 
pany; executive committee, Mr. Cuthbert, Mr. Stack, C. O. 
Weber, T. M., Sterling Grinding Wheel Co., and T. C. Black, 
agent, Pennsylvania Railroad. Meetings will be held on the 
second and fourth Mondays of each month. 


H. W. Shields, the new president 
of the Spokane Transportation Club, 
is a native of Pennsylvania, where he 
received some of his early railroad 
training. He joined the S. P. and S. 
Railway Company in 1918 as travel- 
ing freight and passenger agent. He 
served in Portland, Ore., five years as 
city freight agent, and in San Fran- 
cisco three years as general agent 
(territory, state of California). He 
has been general agent of the S. P. 
and S. in Spokane for the last seven 
years (territory, eastern Washington, 
northern Idaho and Montana). He 
was a member of the Portland and San 
Francisco clubs while in those cities. 

Bills pending in Congress that would change railroad rate 
levels by legislative fiat would prove detrimental in that, when 
conditions changed, the shipping public would be forced to 
wait for Congressional action to meet new situations, said Joseph 
Lallande, general freight agent of Southern Pacific System, 
in a talk at the regular luncheon meeting of the New Orleans 
Traffic Club. He referred to the resolution adopted by the 
Southwest Advisory Board at its Harlingen, Texas, meeting 
March 2, and said he was preparing to ask the traffic club di- 
rectors to take a similar stand. President Louis J. Karter, who 
presided over the luncheon meeting, said the resolution would 
be presented to the directors March 23. Eugene Stanley, for- 
mer district attorney, was the principal speaker, taking as his 
theme the need for a more practical handling of probation, 
parole, and pardon matters pertaining to Louisiana prison 
inmates. Ernest C. -Marks, secretary, announced that there 
would be a “surprise” party for members April 20. 














N. P. Waldoch, the new president of the Milwaukee Traffic 
—_- Club, started railroading in the Mil- 
waukee office of the Milwaukee Road 
in 1920, holding various positions until 
1925 when he took a position with the 
Universal Carloading and Distributing 
Company, remaining there until De- 
cember, 1925. He entered the service 
of the Pere Marquette Railway Com- 
pany at that time in the rate department 
at the Milwaukee local office. He re- 
mained there until transferred to the 
rate desk in the Milwaukee general 
agent’s office, March, 1927, and was pro- 
moted to his present position of traffic 
representative of the Pere Marquette 
Railway in January, 1928. He then be- 
came a member of the Milwaukee Traf- 
fic Club and has served as director, 
secretary, second vice-president and first vice-president. 





The Columbus (Ohio) Transportation Club will hold its 
annual dinner and election of officers at the Neil House the 
evening of April 13. The following have been nominated: 
President, Mendel A. Keith, G. T. M., International-Stacey 
Corp., and T. G. Hyland, T. M., Keever Starch Co.; vice-presi- 
dent, G. D. Cashner, soliciting freight agent, C. & O. R. R., and 
T. J. Monahan, manager, Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc.; 
secretary, Fred M. Brownewell, secretary, Columbus Clay Man- 
ufacturing Company; treasurer, George W. Cook, T. M., Fire- 
proof Warehouse and Storage Company, and P. E. Ebert, sales 
manager, Sunday Creek Coal Company; board of governors, 
Stuart G. Fisher, president, fisher Coal Company; J. A. Spain, 
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manager, Universal Carloading and Distributing Company; F. 
H. Wilson, New York Central; A. L. Hale, live stock agent, 
Pennsylvania Railroad; Charles R. Martin, G. A., Erie Rail- 
road; F. E. Ditch, T. F. A., Nickel Plate Road. 





The Trenton (N. J.) Traffic Club will hold its annual din- 
ner at the Stacy-Trent Roof Garden, March 21. The follow- 
ing newly elected officers will take their seats: President, A. 
C. MacDonald, traffic manager, Crescent Insulated Wire & 
Cable Co., Inc.; vice-president, F. Acolia, vice-president in 
charge of traffic, Shein’s Express, Inc.; secretary-treasurer, 
H. F. Sixtus, traffic executive, Sloane-Blabon Corp.; board of 
directors: D. Bustraan, Paterson Parchment Paper Co.; B. 
Reid, DeLaval Steam Turbine Co.; F. Quick, Kirby & Kirby, 
Inc.; G. L. Ziesel, agent, Pennsylvania Railroad Co.; C. Hunt, 
Homasote Co.; A. Dover, manager, Port of Trenton; J. Brady, 
C. Lewis Lavine, Inc.; Wm. Kurtz, Luckenbach Steamship Co.; 
E. C. Bunting, C. & O. Railroad Co.:; T. M. McQuillan, Atlan- 
tic Prods, Co.; Geo. Ewing, Reading Railroad Co.; T. Molysten, 
John A. Roebling’s Sons Co.; Wm. Moore, American- Hawaiian 
Steamship Co. Retiring president, J. McCarty, manager, Cold 
Springs Bleachery. 





The Traffic Club of Dallas will, April 24, vote on a pro- 
posal to change its name to The Transportation Club of Dallas. 
The spring dance will be held April 1 on the Jefferson Hotel 
Roof. 





At its “Perfect Shipping Month” luncheon March 21 The 
Traffic Club of Chicago will act on a proposed amendment to 
the by-laws providing that each committee shall consist of not 
less than ten members instead of not more than fifteen. The 
speakers will be John W. Kieckhefer, W. J. Williamson, and 
Robert S. Henry. 





The speaker at the dinner of the Motor City Traffic Club 
March 20, in honor of the club’s past presidents, will be M. W. 
Bingay, editorial director, Detroit Free Press. K. A. Moore 
will be toastmaster. The club has oragnized a soft ball league 
of four teams. The speaker at the forum meeting March 27 
will be William Erb, of the Fisher Body Corporation. The 
subject is the fourth section of the interstate commerce act. 





Letters have been sent by the Camden (N. J.) Industrial 
Traffic Club to Senators Barbour and Smathers and Represen- 
tative Wolverton protesting against pending bills in Congress 
(S. 126, 158, and 1483, and H. R. 188, 3369, and 3749) embody- 
ing principles of legislative rate-making. James C. Beene, re- 
cently promoted to the position of assistant general freight 
agent of the Reading Company in Philadelphia, was honored 
by a testimonial dinner at the Merchantville Country Club, 
March 8, by the Camden Industrial Traffic Club. Joseph M. 
Arnold, traffic manager of the South Jersey Port Commission, 
was toastmaster and there were responses by the following: 
J. Alex. Crothers, general manager, Camden Marine Terminals; 
M. C. Broughton, D. F. A., Pennsylvania Railroad, Camden, 
N. J.; George Buck, D. F. A., Reading System, Philadelphia; 
and Harry J. Stetser, ex-president of the club. J. S. Bartley’s 
presentation of a “Stormoguide” to Mr. Beene was a feature 
of the evening. The Club will hold its annual spring outing at 
Havre de Grace, April 22. 





The speaker at the luncheon of the Milwaukee Traffic Club 
March 20 will be Dr. A. T. Wiebrecht, “A Summer in the 
Canadian Rockies,” with colored motion pictures. 





Detective Harry Jones, of the narcotic squad, spoke at the 
meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club of Detroit March 8. Miss 
Saltman entertained with piano selections. The club’s annual 
bridge luncheon will be held at Kern’s, March 18. 





At the meeting of the Metropolitan Traffic Association of 
New York, March 23, “Industrial Night,’’ Robert A. Cooke, 
manager, traffic department, American Newspaper Publishers 
Association, New York, will talk on the “Activities of the 
Transportation Conference, 1938-39.” The annual stag dinner 
will be held April 27. 





The first open forum dinner meeting of the Indianapolis 
Motor Transportation Club will be held March 23. The chair- 
man will be Floyd M. Jackson and there will be several five 
and ten minute speakers on shippers’ problems, safety matters, 
and legislation. April 27 will be “ladies’ night.” 





The ninth annual dinner of the Traffic Club of Montreal 
was held at the Queen’s Hotel March 9. There was a record 
attendance of close to 400 members and guests. The head table 
guests were piped to their places by Piper K. McPhee and 
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were introduced by President J. J. Behan. The speaker was 
T. H. McEvoy, assistant general manager steel sales, of Do- 
minion Steel and Coal Corporation, Limited, Montreal, who 
spoke on “Inter-Provincial Relations.” J. H. Edwards presented 
a program of entertainment. 





The Traffic Club of St. Louis will devote the major part 
of its luncheon meeting March 20, at the Jefferson Hotel, to 
the subject of “Perfect Shipping and Careful Handling Month,” 
and will have as its speaker Thomas O’Donnell, traffic manager 
of the Mallinckrodt Chemical Company, St. Louis. The club 
will elect its nominating committee to select candidates for 
offices. The club has written to the Illinois and Missouri sena- 
tors asking their opposition to the Amlie appointment. 





The New Haven Traffic Club will join with the New Eng- 
land Shippers Advisory Board in sponsoring an evening meet- 
ing at the Chamber of Commerce Auditorium March 20 in the 
interest of “perfect shipping and careful handling month.” The 
speakers will be Arthur Bushell, of Baird and Sons, Walpole, 
Mass.; M. G. Patton, Railway Express Agency; and A. P. Kiv- 
lin, of the Freight Container Bureau, A. A. R. 





At the evening meeting of the Transportation Club of the 
Rochester Chamber of Commerce March 23, W. G. Clayton will 
discuss motor truck rate procedure in the state of New York, 
and F. W. Burton will talk about proposed transportation legis- 
lation. There will also be a moving picture. 





The educational committee of The Traffic Club of Cleve- 
land, in conjunction with the Freight Claim Prevention Com- 
mittee of the Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board, March 13 
held a meeting devoted to the subject of “packaging and claim 
prevention.” The speakers were as follows: J. R. Rouce, chair- 
man, Traffic Representative, F. W. Woolworth Co., Cleveland 
(Chairman, Loss and Damage Prevention Committee, Great 
Lakes Regional Advisory Board); A. Green, special represen- 
tative, Freight Claim Division, A. A. R.; E. Dahill, chief engi- 
neer, Freight Container Bureau, A. A. R.; J. T. Gallagher, 
manager, station service, Erie Railroad; J. S. Smith, Superin- 
tendent Claims, Railway Express Agency; Harry Moag, U. S. 
Truck Lines; W. J. McGarry, district manager, Association 
American Railroads, Cleveland. The meeting was held in the 
ballroom of the Cleveland Hotel and there was an attendance 
of approximately 450. The next educational forum will be held 
April 10 and the subject will be “Motor Carrier Transportation 
Question Bee,” the discussion to be conducted by H. J. Adell. 





Plans for the establishment of a traffic class are being 
developed by a committee of the Galveston Traffic and Foreign 
Trade Club. Paul N. Haskell is chairman with B. A. Schoomer 
and W. T. Hempel as the other two members. It is planned 
to conduct a weekly lecture at night at the Ball High School 
covering rules, classification, tariff construction, and elementary 
tariff work. An experienced instructor will be ‘provided. Prob- 
lems of the rice industry which each year is faced with a sur- 
plus of from 3,000,000 to 5,000,000 bags which must be exported 
were explained to members of the club at its luncheon meeting 
March 10 by P. L. Burgess, sales manager of the Texas Rice 
Milling Company. Max Brauer, German emigre, spoke on 
conditions abroad. 





The Jamestown Transportation Club will hold its annual 
spring meeting in the Crystal Ball Room of Hotel Jamestown, 
Jamestown, N. Y., Wednesday evening, April 12. There will 
be a speaker and entertainment. 


The Kanawha Valley Transportation Club has elected Goda 
E. Tribble, of the Kanawha Gasoline Company, president; 
Charles M. Goff, Merchants Despatch Trucking Compnay, vice- 
president, and H. B. Fisher, secretary and treasurer. The fol- 
lowing were elected directors (one year term): A. F. Niven, 
Standard Oil Company of New Jersey; J. H. Burkhart, Agent, 
B. & O. and N. Y. C.; H. P. Brauner, T. M., Atlantic Greyhound 
Lines; (two year term) R. E. Barnhart, D. F. A., B. & O.; 
L. C. Via, Amherst Fuel Company; C. S. Hillabold, Kanawha 
Manufacturing Company. These officers and directors will be 
installed at the annual banquet to be held at the Daniel Boone 
Hotel, April 19. 





FREIGHT CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 


The meeting of the general committee of the freight claim 
division of the Association of American Railroads called to 
consider the revision of the principles and practices of freight 
claim settlements (see Traffic World, February 25, p. 436) has 
been again postponed, because of conflicting engagements of 
the members, to March 28, at the Palmer House, Chicago. 
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Docket of the Commission 








NOTE—lItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


March 20—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 30001, Sub. 1—Boushell Carrier Co., Inc., Stroudsburg, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 89698—A. Monte, Easton, Pa., certificate. 


March 20—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Examiner Vinskey: 


MC 30001—Boushell Carrier Co., Inc., East Stroudsburg, Pa., certi- 
ficate or permit. 


March 20—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 783—R. L. Honbarrier, purchase, G. E. Parker. 


March 20—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 103: 
MC-F 801—P. & F. Motor Express, Inc., purchase, H. H. Hunt et al. 
March 20—Dallas, Tex.—Hotel Baker—Commissioner Porter and Ex- 
aminer Koch: 
28090—Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 


March 20—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 94067—G. W. Mullard, Rudd, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 94071—H. O. Gabriel, Northwood, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 94332—A. Porter, Forest City, Ia., certificate or permit. 


March 20—Hastings, Neb.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Snider: 
28146—W. M. Dutton & Sons Co. vs. Alton et al. 
March 20—Helena, Mont.—State Com.—Examiner Olentine and Jt. Bd. 
82: 
MC 9811—Application of Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, 
Mont., for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 28627—Application of Mountain Hiway Express, Helena, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54469—Application of Daniels Auto Freight Lines, Butte, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54473—Application of Gust Adolph Krause, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54512—Application of Lavina Dray Lines, Lavina, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 52497—Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, Mont., certif- 
icate. 


March 20—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Commissioner Splawn 
and Examiners Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 


March 20—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 3: : 
* MC-F 822—Hudson Bus Transportation Co., purchase, L. Binetti. 


March 20—Memphis, Tenn.—Hotel Peabody—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 

March 20—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 25: : 

MC 925—Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., Glasgow, Ky., certificate or permit. 

March 20—New Orleans, La—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 18902—S. Jackson & Son, Inc., New Orleans, certificate or permit. 
MC 89388—S. Jackson and Son, Inc., New Orleans. 


March 20—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 70 and 114: 
MC 89766—C. E. Bradbury Co., Bangor, Me., permit. 
MC 89866—Bickford’s Garage, Lisbon Falls, Me., permit. 
MC 93511—L. Losier, Gilead, Me., permit. 


March 20—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 95659—I. O. Curry, Yankton, S. D., certificate. 
MC 95664—H. Florey, Geddes, S. D., certificate. 


March 20—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 89644—J. F. Schomberg Lumber Yard, McLean, Neb., certificate. 
MC 89648—F. C. Mathieson, Allen, Neb., certificate. 
MC 89743—H. Lundberg, Wausa, Neb., certificate. 


March 20—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 72938, Sub. 1—Utica Warehouse Co., Inc., Utica, N. Y., certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
MC 89083—W. E. Perkins, Skaneateles, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 92400—E. L. Simmons, Watertown, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
March 20—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 43700, Subs. 2 and 3—Fowser’s Fast Freight, Salem, N. J., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 20—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 13287—Arizona Refrigerator Transportation Co., Inc., Ltd., com- 
mon carrier application. 
MC 39221—A. P. Stephens, common carrier application. 
Finance 12111—Central Vermont proposed abandonment. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Archer: 

28181—Citrus fruit from Florida to Baltimore, Md. 

Fourth section application 16028—Citrus fruits from Florida to north 

Atlantic ports. 

March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Worthington: 

1. & S. 4595—Excursion fares for C. C. C. camp enrollees in west. 
March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Bernhard: 

Finance 11681—N. Y. S. & W. reorganization. 
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March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
* Finance 10008—St. L.-S. F. reorganization. 


March 20—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bds. 80 and 169: 
MC 12132—Dulude Transfer & Storage Co., Yakima, license. 
MC 46221—Struthers Trucking Service, Yakima, certificate or permit. 
March 21—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 89709—H. B. Shelly and Brother, Quakertown, Pa., certificate. 
MC 95692—L. O. Shellhamer, Tamaqua, Pa., certificate. 


March 21—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bds. 146 and 182: 
MC 94089—W. B. Price, St. Ansgar, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95503—E. Ziesmer, Garner, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95507—C. H. Buechler, Boone, Ia., certificate. 


March 21—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89848—Cook and Fulmer, Billings, Mont., certificate. 


March 21—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 67684—Application of Flathead Transportation Co., Butte, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67838—Application of Polson Transfer Co., Polson, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67926—Application of Cook and Fulmer, Billings, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67951—Application of William Harris, Baker, Mont., for registra- 
tion of state operating authority. 
MC 67967—Application of Schmittou and Sons, Lavina, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67988—Application of Harlowton Transfer, Harlowton, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
March 21—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 25: 
MC 89634—O. E. Price, Columbia, Tenn., certificate. 
March 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 255: 
MC 93436—V. S. Spratt, Philadelphia, permit. 
MC 95689—N. Venitsky, Philadelphia, permit. 


March 21—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 114 and 69: 
MC 89898—A. B. A. Motor Transport, Cumberland Center, Me., per- 
mit. 


MC 92215--B & R Motor Express, Thomaston, Me., certificate or 
permit. 
March 21—Pueblo, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 89695—Motor Oil and Gas Co., Pueblo, Colo., certificate. 
March 21—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 92986—A. Anderson,, Burke, S. D., certificate. 


March 21—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 94008—A. A. Crowell Truck Service, Shenandoah, Ia., certificate. 
March 21—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 67 and Examiner 
Driscoll: 
MC 41909—E H. Isbell, Morrisville, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
MC 89699—A. A. Ward, Corning, N. Y., permit. 
March 21—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC C-65 and Sub. 1—Anderson Motor Service Co. et al. vs. Mercury 
Motor Transportation Co. 
March 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
Finance 9918—Missouri Pacific reorganization. 


March 21—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 5613, Sub. 2—C. P. Houghton, Zillah, Wash., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 12130—Varco Truck Brokerage, Yakima. 
tions. 


March 21—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 88644, Sub. 1—C. L. Akes, Yakima, certificate to extend opera- 


March 22—Allentown, Pa.—Americus Hotel—Examiner Vinskey and Jt. 
Bd. 67: 


MC 89902—A. Gangemi, Reading, permit. 
MC 61993—Waer Bus Lines, Inc., Bangor, Pa., certificate. 


March 22—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bds. 181 and 182: 
MC 94125—Lockrem & Son, Thompson, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95032—C. F. Kinkade, Milford, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95321—Brown Transfer, Schaller, Ia., certificate. 


March 22—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 824—Rutherford Freight Line, Inc., purchase, Textile Trans- 
portation, Inc. 
March 22—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 67991—Application of Charles Washington Miller, Miles City, 
Mont., for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67992—Application of John Stephen Hicks, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67993—Application of Milton George Crist, Miles City, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67994—Application of Taylor David Canoy, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67998—Application of Fortman Truck Line, Hamilton, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
March 22—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 157: 
MC 89926—Troy-Elba-Dothan Bus Line, Troy, Ala., certificate. 
MC 89466—D. F. Barker, Eufala, Ala., common carrier application. 


March 22—Montpelier, Vt.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 189 and 132: 
MC 37022—L. B. Lyman, Hartland, Vt., certificate or permit. 
MC 89738—G. E. Brouillette, Richford, Vt., permit. 

MC 89756—C. Menard, Coaticook, Que., Can., certificate. 


March 22—Nashville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Maidens: 
MC 20783, Sub. 1—W. H. Tompkins Co., Nashville, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


March 22—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bds. 28 and 246: 
MC 2579, Sub. 1—Scariano Delivery Service, New Orleans, permit. 
MC 89808—R. E. Morgan Truck Line, Natalbany, La., permit. 








PAGE 622 





Personal Notes 





Bruce Scott, vice president and special counsel, C. B. and 
Q., died March 14 at Pasadena, Calif., where he had been ill 
for some time. 

I. R. Blackwelder has been appointed assistant traffic man- 
ager of Conyes Freight Lines, San Francisco. 

John T. Garrigues has been appointed assistant general 
agent, Kansas City Southern, at Ft. Smith, Ark. 

Paul E. Pearson has been appointed travel agency repre- 
sentative of Transcontinental and Western Air Line, Inc. 

Howard A. Kinzer has been appointed live stock agent of 
the C. B. and Q. at Union Stockyards, Chicago. 

The Seaboard Air Line announces the appointment of W. H. 
H. Terrell, western freight agent, E. Q. Davis, commercial 
agent, and O. A. Williams, commercial agent, at Chicago. 

W. A. Miller has been appointed traveling freight agent, 
C. and O., at Cleveland, to succeed Walter A. Ulrich, who died. 
E. Allan Burke has been appointed soliciting freight agent at 
Cleveland, succeeding Mr. Miller. 

G. H. Warfel has been appointed acting superintendent, 
Kansas division, and C. P. Cahill acting general superintendent, 
eastern district, Union Pacific. 

A. D. Martin has been promoted from general passenger 
agent, Rock Island, Chicago, to be assistant passenger traffic 
manager. 

Frank J. Taylor, former City Comptroller, New York, now 
president of the American Merchant Marine Institute, will be 
the principal speaker at the annual Port of New York dinner 
of the Foreign Commerce Club at the Hotel Astor, March 23. 

W. H. Quigg, formerly traffic assistant to the coordinator 
for traffic of the old Federal Traffic Board, and for the last 
six years manager of traffic and transportation for the Federal 
Surplus Relief Corporation and its successor, the Federal Sur- 
plus Commodities Corporation, has been made special traffic 
consultant and the duties formerly performed by him have been 
assumed by J. E. Barwin, traffic manager of the corporation. 

The appointment of F. R. Mays as general manager is 
announced today by the Illinois Central System. This restores 
the position of general manager, which was combined with that 
of operating vice-president when William Atwill was appointed 
vice-president and general manager in 1934. Mr. Atwill will 
continue as vice-president in charge of operation. For the 
last ten years Mr. Mays has been general superintendent of 
equipment in charge of the mechanical department. 





March 22—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 2264—Werner’s Wildwood Express, Philadelphia. 
MC 58970—Lehigh Valley Motor Express Corp., Allentown, Pa. 
March 22—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
27900—Intrastate class rates in North Carolina. 


March 22—Vicksburg, Miss.—U. S. Court—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12197—Application of Y. & M. V. for certificate permitting 
abandonment of line extending from Spanish Fort to Kelso, Miss. 
March 22—Santa Fe, N. M.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 125: 
MC 89487—H. M. Trujillo, Taos, N. M., certificate. 
March 22—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 89843—N. Anderson, Steen, Minn., certificate. 
MC 95662—L. Niessink, Steen, Minn., certificate. 
MC 95330—J. Bosch, Steen, Minn., certificate. 
March 22—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Examiner Dunn and Jt. Bd. 
136: 
MC 78259—Mercury Truck Lines, Inc., Omaha, Neb. 
MC 62126—Equitable Freight Lines, Inc., Omaha, Neb. 
March 22—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Driscoll: 
1. & S. M-594—Linoleum, N. J., N. Y. and Pa. to Rome, Syracuse 
and Utica. 
MC 88280—Cornwall-Massena Bus Line, Cardinal, Ont., Can., cer- 
tificate. 
March 22—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 9918—Missouri Pacific reorganization. 
March 22—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-614—Burch Truck Line, commodities between Chicago 
and Kansas. , 
March 23—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 91136—The Best Way, Inc., Albany, certificate or permit. 
March 23—Alibany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 161: 
a 67029, Sub. 1—A. P. Siegel, Albany, certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
March 23—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 125: 
MC 89484—New Mexico Film Express Co., Albuquerque. 
March 23—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 


MC 74632—T. J. Fletcher and M. F. Baldwin, West End, N. C., 
permit. 
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March 23—Des Moines, !a.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 94820—L. T. Engel, Early, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95213—N. Harkins, Guthrie Center, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95248—V. E. Hannum, Boone, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95555—J. Mackey, Churdan, Ia., certificate. 


March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 59539, Sub. 1—Siebert’s Express, Glassboro, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 23—Helena, Mont.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 82 and Eexaminer 
Olentine: 
MC 65984, Sub. 1—C. M. Woods, Conrad, Mont., certificate. 
MC 54608—C. M. Woods, Conrad, Mont., registration. 
MC 29444—Application of Stendal Transportation Co., Lewistown, 
Mont., for registration of state operating authority. 
March 23—Klamath Falls, Ore.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 75, 172 and 11: 
MC 480, Sub. 3—Klamath Falls-Malin Freight Line, Merrill, Ore., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 71836—Dunham Transfer Co., Roseburg, Ore., certificate or per- 
mit. 
MC 88998—C. A. Crump, Adel, Ore. 
March 23—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 238 and 279: 
MC 60743, Sub. 1—ET & WNC Motor Transportation Co., Johnson 
City, Tenn., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 94190—C. R. Phillips, Bristol, Tenn., certificate. 
March 23—Montgomery, Ala.—U. S. Court—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-607—Motor Terminal & Transportation, proportional rates 
from Mobile. 
MC C-111—Mobile, Ala., proportional rates. 


March 23—Montpelier, Vt.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 116 and 188: 
MC 30501, Sub. 1—Greenwood’s Bus Lines, Newport, Vt., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 89739—G. E. Smith, Dunkin, Que., Can., certificate. 
MC 89751—J. R. Peasley, Bolton Centre, Que., Can., certificate. 
March 23—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 65153, Sub. 1—Fruge Truck Line, Mermentau, La., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 89793—Mari-Jean Motor Lines, Inc., New Orleans, permit. 
MC 95705—R. Chauvin, Houma, La., permit. 


March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 69317—H. L. Shapiro, Vineland, N. J. ' 

March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Ben Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 89907—H. Cohen, Philadelphia, permit. 
MC 89784—W. C. Bode, Philadelphia, permit. 


March 23—Richmond, Va.—Richmond Hotel—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 637—C. W. Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, Motor Transport Corp. 
March 23—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 89704—Barnes Brothers, Pipestone, Minn., certificate. 
MC 95721—T. Kuhle, Egan, S. D., certificate. 


March 24—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 89845—Explosives Transporters, Inc., Albuquerque, certificate. 
1. & S. M-626—E. L. Northcutt, minimum charges, Ariz., Calif. to 

N. M. 


March 24—Charleston, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 62: 
MC-F 755—Merchant’s Dispatch, Inc., purchase, J. H. Smathers and 
P. A. Padfield. 
March 24—Des Moines, !a.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 95714—Boyer Transfer Co., Creston, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95715—Boyer Transfer Co., Creston, Ia., certificate. 
MC 953, Sub. 1—Patterson Transfer Co., Greenfield, Ia. 
March 24—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 95455—Post Road Wrecking Co., Stamford, Conn., certificate. 
March 24—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Joint Board 82: 
MC 6039—Application of Harlowton Transfer, Harlowton, Mont., for 
certificate or permit. 
March 24—Houston, Miss.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12219—Application of Okolona, Houston & Calhoun City for 
certificate permitting abandonment of line extending from Okolona 
to Calhoun City, Miss. 
March 24—Klamath Falls, Ore.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC 28573, Sub. 2—Great Northern Ry., St. Paul, Minn., certificate 
to extend operations. 
March 24—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 98: 


MC 6699, Sub. 1—Wise Motor Lines, Crestview, Fla., certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 24—Montpelier, Vt.—U. S. Court—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 45626, Sub. 2—Vermont Transit Co., Inc., Burlington, Vt., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


March 24—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 89937—St. Charles Transfer Co., New Orleans, certificate. 
MC 100068—C. Perrin, Harvey, La., certificate. 


March 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 21576, Sub. 2—Schultz Refrigerated Service, Inc., Philadelphia, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 31111—Albert’s Delivery Service, Philadelphia, certificate or 
permit. 


March 24—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Ben Franklin Hotel—Examiner Vinskey: 


MC 23770, Sub. 1—S. Platsky, Philadelphia, certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 89821—P. Hall, Philadelphia, permit. 
March 24—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bds. 147 and 148: 
MC 62037, Sub. 1—Munk’s Motor Express, Del] Rapids, S. D., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 95660—L. Johnson, Hudson, S. D., certificate. 
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Progress follows in the wake of the farmer's plow! Many of 
the nation’s huge industries today are dependent upon the 
products of the soil for raw materials and upon the farmer him- 
self as a market for their manufactured products. To adequately 
maintain the vital contact between farm and factory, efficient 
rail transportation is of first importance. Precision Transporta- 
tion—the Norfolk and Western Railway's unexcelled freight 
service—provides that contact for shippers and receivers 
between the Midwest and the Virginias and Carolinas and 
between the North and the South. Every freight shipment 
routed via the Norfolk and Western is handled carefully, 
dispatched promptly, and delivered on time. Specify Precision 
Transportation on your next shipment. Any of the Railway's 
Freight Traffic Department representatives will gladly furnish 
complete information regarding rates, routes, and schedules. 


4 


At Roanoke, Virginia, the railway maintains an Industrial 
and Agricultural Department that will gladly furnish complete 
information about industry and agriculture in the railway’s 
territory. 
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March 24—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bds. 19 and 138: 
MC 61396, Sub. 1—Herman Oil Transport Co., Fremont, Neb., permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 89729—C. Beckendorf, Walnut, Ia., certificate. 
MC 90050—K. Twiford, Rosalie, Neb., certificate or permit. 
March 24—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 71192—Inland Motor Freight, Inc., Akron, O. 
Finance 11746—C. M. St. P. & P. trustees abandonment. 
March 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Conway: 
* Finance 12327—M. & O. reorganization. 
March 25—Bluefield, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Maidens and Jt. 
Bd. 245: 
MC 30942, Sub. 1—Evans Line, Inc., Bluefield, W. Va., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89798—Murphy Bus Co., War, W. Va., certificate. 
March 25—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 87364—D. Badolato, New Haven, Conn., certificate or permit. 
March 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 59668—H. G. Cline, Inc., Penns Grove, N. J., certificate or permit. 
March 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Ben Franklin Hotel—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 89905—Philadelphia Storage Co., Philadelphia, certificate. 
March 25—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 148: 
MC 90759—E. McKee, Wagner, S. D., certificate. 
MC 93672—J. E. Bergman, Vermillion, S. D., permit. 
March 25—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 93796—A. J. Mace, Missouri Valley, Ia., certificate. 
March 27—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 29914—S. O. Hege, Lexington, N. C., certificate or permit. 
MC 74118, Sub. 1—J. Shuford’s Trucking, Lincolnton, N. C., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 27—Concord, N. H.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 48388—J. E. Faltin Motor Transportation, Manchester, N. H., 
certificate or permit. 
March 27—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt Bd. 138: 
MC 94566—R. D. Plumley, Ralston, Ia., certificate. 
MC 94572—Service Transfer Co., Sac City, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95279—C. Keiser, Rockwell City, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95339—A. C. Renfro, Lake City, Ia., certificate. 
March 27—Frankfort, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 4410—Doyle Transfer Line, Carrollton, Ky. 
March 27—Frankfort, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 105: 
MC 4411—Doyle Transfer Line, Carrollton, Ky. 
March 27—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Snider: 
* |. & S. 4601i—Commodities between St. Louis district and Missouri. 


RAIL OPERATING REVENUE 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Preliminary reports from 93 Class I railroads, representing 
82.3 per cent of total operating revenues, made to the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, show that those railroads, in Feb- 
ruary, 1939, had estimated operating revenues of $227,976,660, 
compared with $206,576,440 in February, 1938, and $349,798,677, 
in February, 1930. 


MILWAUKEE ROAD MAIL SERVICE 


Fifty-five years of service as the official line for carrying the 
United States’ mail between Chicago-Milwaukee and St. Paul- 
Minneapolis was commemorated March 13 by the Milwaukee 
Road. 

In 1884, according to records in the Chicago office of Carl 
F. Rank, manager of mail traffic for the railroad, the post- 
master general, mindful of the development of the West, made 
a proposal to the Milwaukee Road for the operation of a fast 
train from Chicago to St. Paul-Minneapolis for carrying mail 
destined to Northwest state and to Alaska. On inquiry as to 
when the service could be started, he was told “tomorrow morn- 
ing.” 

The train was put into service at 2 o’clock the following 
morning, March 13, 1884, its operation covered by a written 
contract. In 1892 the Post Office Department decided it would 
no longer make written contracts but it was verbally agreed 
with the railroads that it should continue to handle the mails 
so long as the service of the railroad continued to be satis- 
factory, according to Mr. Rank. 

Although additional Milwaukee Road mail trains have 
been placed in service since the contract was first awarded the 
original 2 a. m. departure schedule is maintained. The train 
that commemorated 55 years service was train No. 55. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Argument in Finance 11746, assigned for March 16, at Washing- 
ton, D. C., was cancelled and reassigned for March 24, at Washington, 
i <. 

Hearing in Ex Parte MC 3, assigned for March 17, at Omaha, Neb., 
was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 89642, assigned for March 13, at Denver, Colo., 
was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 2743, Sub. 5, assigned for March 13, at Memphis, 
Tenn., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 
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Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 


OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 


From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 


Low Rates Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Quick Dispatch 











“ 5 or 1O years 
Where Will You Be ‘trom now? 

Still in your present work? At the same old salary? You hope 
not. By 1940 or 1945 you hope to be far ahead. But there’s a 
surer way than “hoping’’— the way of expert training in Traffic 
Management, which helps you get the greater ability bigger 
jobs and better salaries always require. Make surer of what 
you want by the spare-time training that has enabled hundreds 
to reach bigger pay in Transportation. Our 48-page FREE 
book gives you the entire story. No obligation. Write for it— 
as your first step toward a future full of larger opportunities! 

Address Dept. 395-T 


LASALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY, Chicago, Ill. 


‘A CORRESPONDENCE INSTITUTION 





. CHICAGO .. . DAYTON. . 
OKLAHOMA CITY... 


St. LOUIS . . 
MEMPHIS ... 
TULSA .. . MT. VERNON, ILL. . . . 


. INDIANAPOLIS 
PADUCAH .. . TERRE HAUTE 
JACKSON, TENN. 
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TRAVEL 


SHIP/LZ 







Island 


Brilliant in colorful beauty, exquisite in fur- 
nishings and equipment, safe, comfortable; the 
six ROCKETS give finer, faster rail service over 
four Midwestern routes, operating daily between: 
CHICAGO - PEORIA 

CHICAGO-DES MOINES 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL - DES MOINES - KANSAS CITY 
KANSAS CITY -TOPEKA -WICHITA-OKLAHOMA CITY- 

FORT WORTH- DALLAS 


The ROCKETS are NOT extra fare trains 


FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 
Ship via the Route of the Rockets 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload ship- 
ments to and from the West, Northwest and Southwest. 
Free Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 





>>>>> UNITED FRUIT 





between 


NEW YORK, 


NEW ORLEANS, 
BOSTON AND 


ST. JOHN, N. B. 


and 


CUBA, JAMAICA, PANAMA, COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, EL SALVADOR 


also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transshipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


New York....... 30 3, North River New Orleans..... = St. Charles St. 
Chieago...... it W. Washington St. St. Jehn, N. B.. E. Kane & Co. 
San Franciseo..... 1001 Fourth Street London, Eng.. aiibnen 8.8. Ageney 
Picks evccccesenes Long Wharf Adelaide House, King William Street 
Also regular woaliy gemesuar service and “Guest Cruises”’ 
‘est Indies and Caribbean 

























































































PAGE 626 





“WOODY DOES 4 
LITTLE TALKING — 


@ “One of the U. P. boys was telling me the 
other day that we members of the Lumber 
family are among the road’s best customers. 


“T suspected as much. 


“You see, we travel a lot; and while we’re not 
always as fussy about our accommodations as 
our friends the perishables, there’s one thing 
we insist upon—and that’s on-time delivery. 
When we have a heavy date with a lumber 
yard, for example, we keep it; we can depend 
on Union Pacific and that short, direct Middle 
Route to get us there on schedule. The U. P. 
boys know exactly what to do.” 


The Lumber Industry and the Union Pacific 
have been partners ever since the Union Pacific 
first went west. Between them they’re doing a 
bang-up job in providing America with an essen- 
tial building commodity. Union Pacific is proud 
to be associated with this progressive industry. 


R. R. MITCHELL, Freight Traffic Manager 
Union Pacific Railroad, Omaha, Nebraska 


owl? VIA THE STRATEGIC MIDDLE ROUTE 









Road of the STREAMLINERS and the CHALLENGERS 
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Hearing in MC 29854, Sub. 2, assigned for March 14, at New York, 
N. Y., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 3, Sub. 1, assigned for March 14, at New York, 
N. Y., before Examiner Kephart, was postponed to April 4, at the 
Hotel New Yorker, New York, N. Y., before Jt. Bd. 3. 

Hearing in 28164, assigned for March 15, at New York, N. Y., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in I. & S. 4581 and MC C-108, assigned for March 16, at 
Washington, D. C., before Examiner Walsh, was cancelled and re- 
assigned for April 17, at Washington, D. C., before Examiner Rice. 

Hearing in MC 58985, Sub. 1, assigned for March 18, at Omaha, 
Neb., was transferred to the Warrior Hotel, Sioux City, Ia., on March 
18, before Examiner Dunn. 

Hearing ir MC 89661, R. A. Esposito, Harbor City, Calif., cer- 
tificate, was set for March 16, at Los Angeles, Calif. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-616, assigned for March 15, at Memphis, 
Tenn., was cancelled and reassigned for April 17, at the Peabody 
Hotel, Memphis, Tenn., before Examiner Bradford. 

Hearing in I. & S. 4582, assigned for March 17, at Kansas City, 
Mo., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 89584, assigned for March 17, at Williston, N. D.. 
was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 78632, Sub. 1, assigned for March 17, at Nashville, 
Tenn., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 


NEW COMPLAINTS FILED 


MC C-113, petroleum, Providence, R. I., to Worcester, Mass. 
Investigation instituted by the Commission into and concerning 
the reasonableness and lawfulness otherwise of minimum charges 
and the rules, regulations, or practices affecting such charges and 
the value of the service thereunder, applicable to the transportation 
of petroleum products by motor from points in Rhode Island to 
Worcester, Mass. 


MC C-114, Bryant Truck Lines, Sikeston, Mo., et al. vs. 
Blytheville, Ark., et al. 

Alleges that certain tariffs published by defendants are unlawful 
in that they provide rates, rules, regulations, charges, exceptions 
to the classification, exceptions to rate applications and other pro- 
visions governing the transportation of property between points 
in Tennessee and Arkansas, in violation of sections 202(a), 216(b), 
216(c), 216(d) and 217(a) of the motor carrier act. Ask a minimum 
basis of rates and charges, rules, regulations, classifications and 
practices. (H. C. Smiley, Sikeston, Mo.) 


MC C-115, Hill-Clarke Machinery Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Webber Cartage 
Co., Waukegan, Ill. 

Rates, machinery and parts, between Chicago, Ill., and points 
in Wisconsin, in violation of section 216(b)(d) of the motor carrier 
act. Asks reasonable rates. (T. P. Scanlan, 1608 Milwaukee Ave., 
Chicago, Il.) 


No. 28208, Greer Steel Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
Rates and charges, shipping containers, Syracuse, N. Y., to 
Dover, O., in violation of sections 1 and 6. Asks reasonable rates 
and reparation. (F. B. and G. M. Stephen, No. 19 South Wells St., 
Chicago, Ill.) 


No. 28209, Valley Compress Co., Pinedale, Calif., vs. Southern Pacific. 
Rates, cotton, to be compressed in transit, from and to points in 
California, and cotton, points in California to points in South 
Carolina, North Carolina and New England states; also cotton, 
compressed and uncompressed, not compressed in transit, Pinedale, 
Calif., to destination points before named, in violation of sections 
2 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for the Western Com- 
press Co. of Fresno, Calif., and the Port Stockton Compress at 
Stockton, Calif., as transit points. Asks the establishment of rea- 
sonable rates. (Cecil F. White, Fresno, Calif.) 


No. 28210, Sunbeam Electric Manufacturing Co., Evansville, Ind., vs. 
C. & E. I. et al. 

Rates and charges, refrigerating condensors, Hartford, Conn., 
Detroit, Mich., and Black Rock, N. Y., to Evansville, Ind., in 
violation of section 6. Ask rates and reparation. (T. P. Scan- 
lan, 1608 Milwaukee Ave., Chicago, IIl.) 

No. 28211, American Norit Co., Jacksonville, Fla., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, activated carbon, Jacksonville, 
Fla., to points in Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Maryland, Mass- 
achusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, and Wis- 
consin. Asks rates and reparation. (Milton P. Bauman, 143 Liberty 
St., New York, N. Y.) 

MC C-116, milk, canned, L. T. L., between Baltimore, Md., and York, 
Pa. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission into and concerning 
the reasonableness and lawfulness otherwise of rules, regulations 
and less-truckload commodity rates on condensed or evaporated 
milk applicable by motor between Baltimore, Md., and York, Pa., 
published in MF-I. C. C. No, 2 of Chas. J. Smith Motor Express 
Co. 


No. 282#2, Eastman Kodak Co., Rochester, N. Y., vs. Alton et al. 
Rates and charges, photographers’ materials and accessories, 
Rochester, N. Y., to Hollywood and San Francisco, Calif., in vio- 
lation of sections 1 and 6. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. 
(Milton P. Bauman, 143 Liberty St., New York, N. Y.) 


FOR RENT—100x190 FEET 


2617 S. Wabash Ave., Chicago—Building suitable for motor terminal, stor- 
age, etc. Excellent office and show room space. New steamheating plant. 
Six skylights. Entrance on three sides. COMMUNICATE WITH OWNER 
—J. J. Gore, 5860 Kenmore Ave., Chicago. (Phone—Longbeach 6626.) 


Ira Gray, 
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March 18, 1939 


1938 STATISTICS 
REFLECT CONTINUED 
GROWTH 


IN THE FACE OF 
DISORGANIZED TRANSPORTATION 
HOUSTON’S MILITANT ORGANIZATIONS 
ARE LOOKING AFTER SHIPPERS’ 
INTERESTS 


HELP BY SHIPPING THROUGH 
HOUSTON 


J. Russell Wait 


Director of the Port 
Houston, Texas 





STARRETT-LEHIGH 
BUILDING 


OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York’s West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 
offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


e Lehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
facilities throughout 


eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 
units may be leased 


e High safety standards—Jow insurance rates 
e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 


INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 
nationally-known occupants are doing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 
West 26th —West 27th Streets —Ilth to 13th Avenues 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 











Os 






“TRAFFIC TOM” SAYS: 


“Friend of mine has a 16-year 
old boy who’s purty much up 
on his toes. The other day when 
said off-spring barged into his 
office, the old gent, bein’ pretty 
busy, said, ‘first of all, my boy, 
realize that my time is limited. 
Secondly, say what you want. 
Thirdly, be short.’ ‘Okay, Pop,’ 
says he. ‘Firstly, I do. Secondly, 
I will. Thirdly, I am.’” 


@ There’s times when brevity has its good points. For instance, 
volumes could be written to tell just how Burlington’s freight 
service is set up to do a job. But what shippers want to know is 
that it does do a job. So I keep tellin’ folks two things. First, goods 
shipped via Burlington get through in a hurry. Second, they arrive 
in good condition. Your nearest Burlington Freight Agent will 
back me up, on that—one hundred per cent. 


Frappe Fo 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


Purpose of Guide 


This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers 
with conveniently organized information about respon- 
sible motor transport lines. The dependability of each 
advertiser has been investigated. Each has been highly 
recommended by well known shippers and has provided 
satisfactory evidence as to financial responsibility. 


Althouds THE TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 
reasonable precaution to restrict this Guide to respon- 
sible, dependable and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no responsibility for dealings or service. It 
requests, however, that traffic managers report any unsatis- 
factory experiences or dealings, should they arise. The 
source of such reports will not be divulged even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit _ shipper's 
requirements, two indexes have been pre : 
Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is 
wanted, refer to the alphabetica! index. 


Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution 
Areas: This index enables the user to find the service or 
services available between any two points without resort 
to a complicated system of codes or cross references. 
Each motor transport line is listed under all of the ke 
cities it serves. dase each listing is a symbol mem 4 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and 
out of the city. This system at deen symbols 
is illustrated by the following examples: 


This indicates a local cartage company serving 
© Key City and Suburbs only. 


© This indicates that the intercity service offered 
by the company is entirely within the Key 
[lctsiiation Aven carved by the Kay Clty—See 
“Key Distribution Area” wall map. 


~ This indicates that four routes are operated to 
points beyond the Key City: east, south, south- 
west, and northwest. The BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
both interstate and intrastate in character. 


ee 
<2 


This indicates that three routes are operated to 
points beyond the Key City: south, west, and 
north. he LIGHT FACE indicates that 
operations over these routes are interstate in 
character. 


‘ 
26 


Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 

Shipments originate, with few exceptions, from major 
distribution ints. The use of these cities makes 
possible the following quick, simple procedures for the 
selection of motor transport services: 

Routes from One Key City to Another: 


1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities, then 
check maps in the advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through service, check maps of 
those companies which are prefaced by directional 
symbols indicating that they offer a service going in 
the direction wanted and make the selection of the 
companies to be used on the basis of the most 
efficient connections. 


Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 


Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 
panies operating services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 


Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 


Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
Cities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. The recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assu service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 
even when those points are not shown on the 
advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisements 


Data for companies serving adjacent or overlapping 
regions are grouped. It is hes possible to plan a co- 
ordinated system of distribution by studying the avail- 
able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 
motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 

1. General facts. 


2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 
when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices 


3. Equipment—character, number of units. ownership. 


4. Insurance—types and amounts carried. When 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cover- 
age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit is 
applicable. All insurance data is verified at time 
advertiser is accepted. Important—When a star (*) 
is used it signifies that E TRAFFIC WORLD 
has establi an arrangement with the under- 
writer or its agent by which it will be informed of 
any lapse in the insurance or bonds. 


5. Schedules of operations—number of runs daily. 

whether day or night runs, and average time of runs 

tween major terminals, etc.—are shown when 
space permits. 


6. Special services and facilities—data regarding ac- 


ceptance of C.O.D. shipments, special terminal 
facilities, local services, etc. 


7. Association memberships are reported since some 
traffic managers use this as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Character of Highway Service Offered by Motor 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom- 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared. 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell at a 
glance the character of service offered via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


qummmmmm Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
Se Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 
Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 








ems Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 
seem Irregular or special service routes. 
aacseeen: Connecting lines. 

eececece Ferries. 


© O Principal points served. Ej Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 


LAPSE OF INSURANCE: The (*) appearing in in- 
surance statements signifies that an arrangement has been 
made whereby any lapse in insurance or bonds will be 
reported immediately to The TRAFFIC WORLD 


___ Alphabetical Index to Companies That Provide Outstanding Motor Transport Service __ 


COMPANY 


COMPANY 





Page Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page 
Barnwell Brothers, Inc........... 2 Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 McNamara Motor Express, Inc.. 4 — ee enn Faia 3 
Clemans Truck Lines, Inc........ 4 Inland Motor Freight.......... 5 Merchants Fast Freight Service.. 5 Ti eet wr thee, mage il ie ; 
Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc. 5 Inter-State System............... 3 The Norwalk Truck Line Co..... 4 Wolverine Express, Inc. ........ 4 
. J . J 
Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 
CALIFORNIA ILLINOIS INDIANA TERRE HAUTE MARYLAND DETROIT MUSKEGON 
. ¢ Inter-State e e 
SAN FRANCISCO CHICAGO EVANSVILLE She: pea eo , 2 a . 
eS (Seren. 3°" Norwalk Truck : 
Consolidated Fit. » Ons Cit , Brothers. .... - y '¢ Wolverine 
a... Mae... Ot ag nag 3 pte Inter-State 0 Ea reneneee 4 { Express, Inc. .4 
re nee IOWA System...... 3 FLINT SAGINAW 
%q Inter-State Novick Transfer Inter-State 
DELAWARE 33% System...... 3 FORT WAYNE CEDAR RAPIDS +° Company... .3 See System...... 3 ze ingee State 5 
ts Shirks Motor Ex- * Norwalk Truck ”** ystem...... 
WILMINGTON . — pee »'¢ Inter-State .~< Inter-State P - ER. 65 sacKe BD . -9Ao Sibestevs. 50 4 , Norwalk Truck 
pie Basmwell Peart 00 71% System...... 3 s System...... i Tidewater Exp, GRAND RAPIDS i oes 4 
on muothess aoa 2 wat | es 4 .q Norwalk Truck zt Inter-State 
Novick Transfer ° Sine 4 DAVENPORT CUMBERLAND + System...... 3 MINNESOTA 
, — bee .¢ Wolverine © | + Basel Clemans Truck 
‘ i ~ < Oe 
eS ann ty la ——_r rr ae iS Brothers.....2 * Moca we re MINNEAPOLIS 
aceite (See Chicago) System...... 3 MASSACHUSETTS +; ExpressInc. 4 *. Consolidated Fre. 
DIST. OF COL. BOSTON JACKSON —_ 
q Inter-State INDIANAPOLIS KENTUCKY . Inter-State 7" Gopowey City 
WASHINGTON ot Reeteien..o 3 > System...... 3 3 $$ Inter-State ' ransfer..... 5 
$ Clemans Truck | QUISVILLE aoa hee 4 _ _ Inter-State 
: ‘ ._~—~ Sle > ROCKFORD Rss aicis ae 4 MICHIGAN . oo * weet 4 S  System...... 3 
pte Novick Transfer ... >be Inter-State sir InterState = =. BATTLE CREEK KALAMAZOO ST. PAUL 
; mpany....3 ! Gateway City 7;5 System 3 sc scaidaiahale (See Mi lis) 
(ao a et ii 5 ystem...... > Cisne Toack > k inneapolis 
« Shirks Motor Ex- oy "Lines 4 Bo Seer Free 
° came tea...5 ie, ean ial LOUISIANA : Bee paced , : — : ema 4 WINONA 
ge Tidewater Exp. 7°S “System......3 33E “system......3 $3 Sytem s.....3 ot. Gateway City 
SER on ss ia< 2 ge Clemens Truck ALEXANDRIA _. McNamara Motor _! McNamara Motor = Transfer..... 5 
ROCK, ISLAND ) Lines... . +. tiie Express,Inc..4 4}.  Express,Inc. .4 salient 
IDAHO lavenport “5 Freight ....... 5 
oe SaneeBente reig BAY CITY LANSING 
BOISE SPRINGFIELD 71% System...... 3 SHREVEPORT eS fe , oe 
¢ ee ystem...... 
+, Consolidated Frt. ot Inter-State eee Norwalk Truck ., Merchants Fast . Norwalk Truc . Norwalk Truck  |~« Inter-State 
es Lines Inc.....5 99 System...... 3  asccsssh + Freight ....... 5 ' OE wey ey 4 <  System...... 3 
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MONTANA NEW YORK NORTH DAKOTA TOLEDO HARRISBURG WILLIAMSPORT SPOKANE 
.. Barnwell vs si ' Barnwell : 7 Consolidated Frt. 
BILLINGS , Brothers. .... 2 BISMARCK PP ——- ae 3 71%  Brothers..... 2 . ee “37 7°S Lines Inc.....5 
be ingoiinte _ Consolidated " rt. : 
-.. Consolidated om, =e Seeun...... 3 7° oo ae i Truck a Novick Transfer 2. ied ag . 
ines Inc.....5 ; Stet inal iT a... ompany....3 SO. CAROLINA reight...... 
BUTTE tid Company SRR. FARGO ba : q Shirks 7 om TACOMA 
press Corp.... 
_ Consolidated Frt. YOUNGSTOWN | ns a 
:, Consolidated Frt, ROCHESTER ~*. “Lines Inc.....5 . Tidewater Exp, ,) po rnwel ; Lines I 5 
Lines Inc... .5 Inter-State “— ' Seni ls: a BB-+00. 
+t RS si xs 3 On I ot aa ia in St 
GREAT FALLS Py Saleh OHIO System.-----3 JOHNSTOWN WALLA WALLA 
. os press Corp....3 AKRON », Shirks Motor Ex- _ Novick Transfer VIRGINIA byt 4 — = Motor 
se Copgntiipeed Frt. ies tebe s press Corp.. .3 : Company... ‘nema reight...... 5 
sities 4 SYRACUSE > ay "oa. senor 3 WENATCHEE 
Inter-State >! Norwalk aca” Cuneo PHILADELPHIA {+ Barnwell . 
NEVADA S3f = Svstem...... 4, =? alia tacit e a) Brothers..... 2 Consolidated Frt. 
¢ y KLAMATH FALLS _.¢ Barnwell eco - I 
a Brothers. .... 2 ‘es tiekt toa Lines Inc.... 
RENO NO. CAROLINA CINCINNATI t . Consolidated Frt, 5 ./ Inter-State Company..-.3 vaxima 
.¢ Consolidated Frt. ASHEVILLE 3!+ Inter-State SETS et > NORFOLK +4 Consolidated Frt. 
-° Lines Inc.....5 ? ystem...... 3 _'¢ Novick Transfer ait Tan 5 
ws a ven 2 PENDLETON Company... .3 ‘Barnwell 
ae rothers..... ” = 
NEW JERSEY CLEVELAND ta > ae Brothers.....2 WISCONSIN 
CHARLOTTE _.¢ Inter-State oe, "Lee... .3 ™ Pevs-? RICHMOND 
CAMDEN, eee +15 System...... 3 PITTSBURGH LA Cae 
; ( iladelphia) -;*~ “Brothers. ....2 ¢ Norwalk Truck PORTLAND 3i¢ InterState 7 nw we oe Oy 
i Me ee eS es a eee tS Transfer..... 
NEWARK DURHAM Shirks Motor Ex- 4 Consolidated Frt. 
(See New York) .'¢ Barnwell *s press Corp... .3 = ines Inc.....5 READING ROANOKE MADISON 
a Brothers... .. 2 _ ._ Barnwell iar iene >... Gateway City 
NEW YORK COLUMBUS o Inlend Motor - 71 Brothers.....2 4; Brothers.....2  * ‘Tranefer.....3 
GREENSBORO >! _ Inter-State al ..- Novick Transfer .¢ Novick Transfer wiILWAUKEE 
ALBANY '« Barnwell = System...... 3 Company.... Company... .3 ‘ 
ear 7, Brothers..... 2 PENNSYLVANIA Shirks Motor Ex- >. Colones ome 
<a nasman DAYTON ALLENTOWN. ¢ s pressCorp....2 WASHINGTON . — 
' >!¢ Inter-State BETHLEHEM SCRANTON- SEATTLE 3; “gee. 
BUFFALO 3i¢ Barnwell +” System...... 3 WILKES-BARRE 
Wa cessigensualaa . - Barnwell Barnwell Consolidated Frt . Neen DO 
oye ngrStte 5 WINSTON-SALEM SPRINGFIELD *i°  Brothere.....2 4; “Brothers.....2 3° Lines Ine.....5 '  "xpremine.- 
¢ Shirks Motor Ex- _!~¢ Barnwell >!¢ Inter-State Novick Transfer Novick Transfer . Inland Motor SUPERIOR 
press Corp....3 %:*<  Brothers..... 2 t System...... 3 ' mpany....3 * Company... .3 * Freight...... 5 (See Duluth) 














Barnwell Brothers, Inc. 


Established 1930 COMMON CARRIER Telephones 1306-7-8-9 
ICC Certif. No. 14181 Teletype 184 


Hawkins Street 
B. L. Frazier P. L. Walker 
V. P.and T. M.—Rates BURLINGTON, N. C. V. P.—Solicitation. 


TARIFF AGENCIES: So. Motor Carrier Rate 
Conf.; Mid. Atlantic States Motor Carrier 


onf. 

EQUIPMENT: 86 tractors; 86 trailers. 
—22 vans. All company owned. 
CONNECTING LINES: Inter- 
change at New York, 
Sunbury, Scranton, Phila- 
delphia, and Baltimore. 
INSURANCE: *Cargo $40,- 
000—Northwestern Fire & 
Marine Ins. Co. 

* Pub. Liab., $25/50,000; 
* Prop. Dam. $5,000— 
Casualty Reciprocal Ex- 
change. 

* Work. Comp.—Asso- 
ciated Indemnity. 
MEMBER: A. T. A.; N. C. 
Truck Owners Assn. 


All 
Operations 
Regular 
Schedule 


Service 
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SCRANTON (NY. 

y ae 
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| Yieees, Srockiys, 























Trucks 




















Poise, VIRGINIA 
/ Jy Ricamonn “3 


BRANCH OFFICES 


NEW YORK—Barnwell Brothers 
490Greenwich St. Tel. Walker $- 4949 

























5 S New 1 eae Sevtons PHILADELPHIA—Barn ell Brothers 
oes zh 9 Homie FY) NORTH | 1118. Luray St. Tel. (Bell) DAV 4949 
OM ~~ BALTIMORE—Atl. Coast Frt. Lines 
souTa patie tee INA 1240 Nanticoke St. Gilmer 7740-1-2-3 
“hi ~~ eee RICHMOND—Blue & Gray Trans. Co. 






17th & Dock Sts. Tel. 3-0276 

CAA ST Sree Brothers 

632 Dowd Road Tel. 3-7538 

SHELBY. (W. C.)—Barnwell Brothers 
el. o« 


: McColl \ 
CAROLINA» ale i... 





Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER—ICC Docket No. 1034 
INCORPORATED (MD.) Established 1933 


HARRISB URG SN 


Lemoyne ey Steelton 
New Cumberland ra, 


RG 
MBER ee YORK 


AP Wrightsville 


AK jallastown: 
‘e > 


ai 4 ee Mice 

My ra 

As TIMORE 
Sh 


Gaithersburg Q 
Rockville 


VIRGINIA 
WASH INGTON) a 


4 THE TRAFFIC wor.>—cwicacol/f 


EQUIPMENT 
2 tractors, 2 trailers. Trucks, 2; 
vans (12 carry op for refrigeration 
when needed); 2 open bodies. = 


company owned. 


INSURANCE 
$5,000 plus 


* Cargo, 
(Northern Assur. Co. of London) 
. Public Liability, $10,000 & 


$2,500 


$50, 000; Property Damage, 
$5,000- $50 deductible (Fidelity 
and Casualty Co. of N.Y.). Work- 
ingmen’s Compensation (Lum- 
berman’s Mutual Casualty). 


we 0 cL ANCASTER 


204-30 Key Highway 
BALTIMORE, MD. 
Telephone—SOuth 1551-2 
J.T. Bennett 
Traffic Manager 
BRANCH OFFICES 


Aberdeen, Md., Bel Air Ave. 
Walter & Wilson (Tel. 21W) 


59 Red Lion DE NSYLVANIA Frederick, Md., 300 East St. 


Norman Murray (Tel. 557) 


D. 
C., 2613 B. 8t., 


on J. A. Ward cite MET. 9845) 
—— Pa., 701 E. Ross St. 
ee (Tel. 


Haris, Pa., 1539 Walnut St. 
Il Express (Tel. 3-6121) 
TARIFF AGENCIES 

Individual: D. T. Waring, W. M. 

Miller 


Through bills of ladings and 
rates with principal steamship 
lines, serving Chesapeake Bay, 8 
Atlantic and Gulf ports. 
LOCAL FACILITIES 
Terminals with rail sidings: 
Baltimore, Frederick. 


SCHEDULES 


Daily common carrier service to 
all points with irregular service on 
truck load lots. Operating over 
highways in Maryland (intra- 
state and interstate); Pennsyl- 
vania and District of Columbia 
(interstate). 


sounds) 


Moyle)! 
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NEW YORK 
Tra f | Wither oe Telet ype—582 
ransfer nyt — Cece . namie 


PENNSYLVANIA = Shonika a me: wa EQUIPMENT: 26 
7, : Hans Msn Bs 4 tractors, 26 trailers. 


) Saye 7 Trucks, 14 vans. 


INSURANCE: 
ow Sr Phi — | Cargo, $25,000. 
Sy tw f Pub: Liab, '$25/ 
'e, wad tlmington rop.- 
Bicoct JERSEY S/ Dam., $5,000. 
Workmen's Comp. 
CONNECTING LINES: New York City 
to New England & New York State 
points. Roanoke to Me ap North 
Carolina, Tennessee & Virginia 
— Winchester to Pittsburgh & 
ichmond. 
SERVICE: Daily schedules. 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Winchester. 
MEMBER: Va. Highway Users Assn.; 
Highway Transport. Assn., N.Y.;A.T. A. 





© 700 N. Cameron St. WINCHESTER. VA. 
N ovick | wags 8 Phones—430 & 78 





Est. 
1927 
Daniel Weinhold, Pres. 
COMMON CARRIER— [CONNECTING Lines ad h 
ICC Docket No. 1658 PORN he Gren 
EQUIPMENT: 8 Trac- i” bun Ne Ye 


Shirks Motor Express Corp. wij 
as MANHEIM PIKE 
LANCASTER, PA. 






















tors, 10 trailers. [# imines "aii. — oe 
pacemegay van, = leveland , @ Roberoni Nee 
open. All company {| few 

owned. Yount, B re;¢ ax 





SERVICE FEATURES: [ro wesjtaw Ponte este 
Daily serv. all routes. (OHI York 
Pick-up and delivery THE TRAFFIC WORLD—CHICAGO 
at all points. Cartage service at Lancaster. 


BRANCH OFFICES 
Baltimore—Ericsson Transfer Company. 
Buffalo—Chas. A. Kuhns. 
Cleveland—Shirks Motor Express. 
Philadelphia—Needham’s Express. 
Rochester—Keystone Carting Co. 
Wilmington—Wooleyhan Transport Co. 
INS.— *Cargo, $10,000-$20,000. %* Pub. 
Liab.,$10,000-$20,000. *Prop.Damage, 
$10,000-$20,000. %Workmen’s Comp. 



















Belleville 









Shippers Use the Guide 
es They Find It— 


Accurate— 


“Because of the continual changes in motor transportation, the 
up-to-the-minute information . . . in the Guide is often referred to.” 


(mail order company) 
Denver, Colorado 


Reliable— 


“Reliable information—such as you furnish, is badly needed in 
view of conditions that exist today. The main information should be 
as to reliability. Your Guide as to responsibility is a great help.” 


(building supply company) 
Davenport, Iowa 


Time Saving— 


“The Guide saves us time in investigation of new contacts which 
are necessary in expanding business.”’ 


(pharmaceutical manufacturer) 
North Chicago, Illinois 


Economical— 


“Guide used because of the investigation made of advertisers. 
These are taken at face value, and thus eliminate much costly expense 


on our part.” 
(steel company) 


Chicago, Illinois 





Inter-State System 


CENTRAL MICHIGAN Bs bon INC. 
EASTERN MICHIGAN FREIGHT LINES 
INTER-STATE ane cima SYSTEM 


St. Satin at iene St., Detrokt. Mich. 


B. C. Sproul, General Traffic Manager 












KENTUCKY 
Louisville 


Evansville 


G3 


| — \ : ( 


Unexcelled Transportation over fast, direct, scheduled 
routesthrough 16 industrial states. Terminals and 
Warehouses in principal cities. Check these advantages: 








Registering stations (electric time Wire reports on trucks in transit. 
clocks) every 100 miles or less. C.O.D. deliveries accepted. 

Free pick-up. Free delivery. Experienced personnel. 

Teletype service. Courteous operators. 

Insurance inspectors at terminals. Fully insured cargoes. 

Highway Patrol System. Modern equipment. 





Common Carrier 


ay in 1934, a Michigan corporation. 
I. C. C. Docket No. 35628. 


Equipment 
Total (owned and leased)—550 tractors, 445 
trailers; 75 trucks. Company owned—232 
tractors, 230 trailers; 75 pick-up trucks. All 
equipment modern and efficient. 


Insurance 


All forms of insurance carried in companies 
on ig to do business in each state as 
ceuenee 

argo: $10. ,000-$20,000; Public Liability, 
Sas $50,000; Property Damage, $5,000; 
Workingmen’s Compensation. 


Tariff Agency 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau 


Schedules and Extent of Service 


nna pes day deliveries are ordinarily made 
on all shipments within a 360-mile radius of 
principal terminal points. 

All schedules based on 22% m.p.h._ All 
schedules operated daily. Pick-up and de- 
livery everywhere. 

Through lines and established connecting 
lines serve more than 7,600 points in the 


United States. 


Association Memberships 
A.T.A.; Mich. T.A.; Ohio T.A.; Chambers 


of Commerce in principal cities served. 
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ry 4 _ CONNECTIONS 
Grand = 10 AU MICHIGAN 


| Grande gate"! ~~ Clemans Truck Lines, Inc. 
= {/ fa MICHIGAN COMMON CARRIER, I. C. C. Certificate No. 2136 


Inc. 1931 Carrier 
ewt.i927 McNamara Motor Express, Inc. 1cc°Boc. No. sease 
E. McNamara, Pres. KALAMAZOO, MICH. 436 W. Willard St. 








: IN o- 
Established 1929 Incorporated 1934 pantry Treas. | TERSTATE SERVICE Tel.-31371 
Battle 815 Pennsylvania St., South Bend, Ind. States Motor Freight Bureau. MILWAUKEE = Tr —=- 





Creek BRANCH OFFICES: Battle 



























| GRAND 
Three Rivers A. C. Clemans, President Tel. 4-2116 Creek, Tel. 22522; Chicago, 3 ‘ami ae oe 
hart [| ~_-C TARIFF AGENCY: Indiana Motor Rate & Tariff Bureau. Tel. Victory 7471; Gouna WIC. ARacine CHICAGO . Fo I 
Elkhart Rapids, Tel. 9-8914; Mil- ee . 
I a BRANCH OFFICES: Battle Creek, 68 Pittee St. (Tel. waukee, Tel. Mar. 4177. KALAMAZOO Se ig __yWeylend 





6511); Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Tel. 339); Grand 
fouremmenesg| Rapids, 39 Front Ave. S. W... (Tel. 81148): Indianapolis, 
301 S. Alabama St. (Tel. Li. 4514); Kalamazoo, 439 Portage 
St. (Tel. 2-0158); Kokomo, 905 N. Union St. (Tel. 7381). 





trailers, 22 semi- (4 refr.); THREE e1vERs v 





EQUIPMENT: 21 tractors, 5 ae MAUREEN 
4) 










trucks, 9 van, 2 ae $5 
argo, $5,- 


INSURANCE: * 4J KALAMAZOO 



























() Peru : : : 4 z B os i} 
: z EQUIPMENT: 12 Tractors; Trailers, | full, 11 semi (6 Teens), So gra ne * Lee We chocleref’ UV; 
Kokomo! $| open, 5 closed). Trucks, | van, 10 open. All equipment $50 000;%Prop.Dam. $5,000 | Wen ee ‘ 
INDIANA §| company owned. (Amer. Fidel. & Cas.); Work- | Nyc "La k Mendon 
‘ “” | INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000 (Hartford Fire Ins. Co.) |” SRCHICAGO ia 


ingmen’s Comp. 
SERVICE: Daily, overnight 
del. P. & D. at all points. 
MEMBER: A.T.A., C.M.F. | / 

A., Ch. of Com. Chicago, |§—= = 
Kalamazoo, Milwaukee. 


ig oy Be gee $10,000 & $50,000; 4Property Dam- 
FS : -. | age, $2,000; orkingmen’'s tion. ( shard 
EdIndianapolis | Accident & Bhs cor sn <j ompensa artfor 


CONNECTIONS TO ALL POINTS 
SOUTHEAST, SOUTH SOUTHWEST _| SOUTH, SOUTHWEST _} ASSOCIATIONS: A.T.A., Indiana Motor Truck Assn. 











































Wolverine Express, Inc. 
COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate No. 2998 
Established 1928 Incorporated (Mich.) 1930 


659 W. Western Ave., Muskegon, Mich, 
Telephone—22-681 
Reed City B. F. Deyman, President 


George A. Johnson, General Manager 
TARIFF AGENCY, Central Mot. Frt. Assn., Chicago. 
BRANCH OFFICES—Grand Haven, Oscar 
Y Grand Haven Ehrmann (Tel.—526)., Chicago, 738 S. Clinton, 
\) MICHIGAN | Art Gerkie (Tel—Wabash 4738). 

/)@ Holland EQUIPMENT—31 Tractors, 22 Trailers. Trucks: 
E> cenmville 17 open; 9 refrigerator. Total, 79 units—67 com- 
pany owned. 

INSURANCE—Cargo, $10,000 and $5,000. 
Public Liab. $50,000—$100,000. Property 
Dam., $50,000—$100,000 with additional $5,000— 
$10,000. Workingmen’s Comp. 
—-—-} ASSOCIATIONS—Mich.. Truck. Assn.; A.T.A. 
Ind. Mot. Frt.; Chicago A. of A. 


y Hfgeatorcs ol Pookey 
Up eee Citv 
/ Traverse Citye? 












Motor Line Indexes Make Selection 
of Services Easy 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper’s requirements, 
two indexes have been prepared: 


Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is wanted, refer to 
the alphabetical index. 












Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas: 
This index enables the user to find the service or services available 
between any two points without resort to a complicated system of 
codes or cross references. Each motor transport line is listed under 
all of the key cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and out of the city. 
The symbols, see first page of Motor Section, are simple and 
easy to use. 








e se ° ; OHIO TERMINALS 
The N orwalk Truck Lin e C 0 Satisfy your Customerswith Abron, 100 Miller St. (Franklin 195) 
, 7, veland, 33r amilton (Prospect 5¢ 
2 Norwalk Truck Line Service Elyria, 124 N. Maple St. (Phone 3484) 
J. E. Ernsthausen 


Established 1921 . SV E Fremont, 211 E. State St. (MAin 2825) 
President Incorporated (Ohio) Bay City = te _— Lorain, 206 11th St. (Phone 4135) 
C. W. Hoke 


COMMON CARRIER 
I.C.C. Docket No. 71096 

















Mansfield, 198 N. Franklin St. (Canal 2160) 
Norwalk, 36 Woodlawn (Phone 244) 
Vice-President Sandusky, 1000 Maple St. (Phone 1325) 
Toledo, 145 S. St. Clair St. (Adams 4291) 
MICHIGAN TERMINALS 

Bay City, Foot of 1st St. (Phone 2622-R) 
Detroit, 117 N. June. Ave. (VInewd 2-1435) 
Flint, 1220 Stever St. (Phone 3-5518) 
Jackson, 404 Water St. (Phone 4028) 
Lansing, 925 S. Grand Ave. (Phone 5-3449) 
Monroe, 317 W. Front St. (Phone 1032-J) 
Pontiac, 675 S. Saginaw St. (Phone 2-0115) 
Saginaw, 303 W. Genessee Ave. (Phone 8131) 

INDIANA TERMINALS 
Auburn, 334 W. 9th St. (Phone 618-3) 
Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Phone 466) 
Fort Wayne, 805 High St. (ANthony 4363) 
Goshen, 9th & Nye St. (Phone 111) 
Hammond, 1055 Ind. Blvd. (WHiting 783) 
Kendallville, 1018 Garden St. (Phone 378-J) 
La Porte, 1203 First St. (Phone 2354) 


TARIFF AGENCIES 
Central Motor Freight Assn., Inc. 
Ohio Motor Frt. Tariff Bureau. 


EQUIPMENT 
115 Tractors (75 company owned); 
127 trailers (125 company owned); 
30 truck bodies (all company owned). 

INSURANCE 
*Cargo, $10/25,000 (The Connecticut 
Fire Ins. Co.). Public Liability, 
*Property Damage, *Work- 
men’s Compensation, and Liability 
Insurance on All Terminals (The 
Travelers Insurance Co. & The Travelers 
Liability Co.). *Blanket Employees 
Bond (Mass. Bonding Co.). Also 
bonded by new A. T. A. bond. Cargo 


NORWALK, OHIO 36, Woodlawn Ave. 


Policy includes all standard Cargo 
coverages and, in addition, Theft of an 
entire shipping package, Tornado, Riot, 
Strike, etc. 

Shippers are given complete insurance 
protection—all policies are with large, 
strong American stock companies. 


SERVICE & SCHEDULES 
Daily service over all lines—over night 
delivery via our own lines. 


MEMBER 
Service Member, A.T.A.; Akron 
Motor Transportation; Chicago Assn. 
of Com.; and Chambers of Com. in 
South Bend, Fort Wayne, Detroit, 
Toledo and Cleveland. 


Flint & 
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The Traffic World 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
CENTRAL, SOUTHWEST AND PACIFIC STATES 


Merchants Fast Freight Service, Inc. 
Inc. (La.) COMMON CARRIER—I. C. C. Docket Nos. 19690 & 28801 Est. 1925 


219 Walnut St. 
Telephone—780 & 781; Teletype—5 
MONROE, LA. 


N. E. Dawson 
Vice-Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 
TARIFF BUREAU:S.W. Motor Freight Bur., Dallas. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Alexandria, Tel. 584; Baton 
Rouge; Shreveport, Tel. 4939. 
EQUIPMENT: 12 tractors, 12 trailers. Trucks— 
4 van, | open, | heavy duty. All company owned. 


: with no intermediate (local) | // INSURANCE: *Cargo, $1,000-$5,000; *%Public 
A Wy NISCONSIN service between Tomah and |< Liability, $10,000-$20,000; Property Damage, 
Sa Milwaukee / $5,000; Workmen’s Compensation, self-insured. 

be ce Leke Seteven Otimochee ond Coon Heal C. O. D. Shipments accepted. 


Valley, including points north | 
Stacie CONNECTIONS: With responsible lines at 


Gateway City Transfer Co. 


INCORPORATED (WIS.) COMMON CARRIER 
Established 1896 I. C. C. Docket—80430 


John F. McGrath LA CROSSE, WIS. 417-431 N. Third St. 
Vice-Pres. & Traf. Mgr. Teletype—28104 Telephone—i179 & 199 


TARIFF AGENCIES: Northwest Tariff Bureau; Central States Bureau 


To Grand Forks, Grafton, ‘o Bemidji 
Ada and Crookston @ 


Gateway a Transfer Co., Inc. 


Park Repsd: 

Rated — = Z re Operations 
Super . Between Milwaukee ond 

Chippewe Falls, including 

points north of Tomah on 12, 


wns sb Wadens Breinerd 


G7) os 
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— ae “a Bde Fel 
Alexandria > a 
Seuk Center 


Paws fed a 
4 _ 
Alexandri 
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of Richland Center on 14. 
rier tae ot Be corr Alexandria, Shreveport, Monroe, Baton Rouge. 
Montevideo 


M Between Le Crosse and Rich- 
Wille comes s once XS } SL_PAUL— FALLS 
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[re ots Gin ey : U CLAIRE 
mi ells rem 3 
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BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, 
2433-53 W. 18th St. (Haymarket Mie 
4411); Milwaukee, 1208 South @ 
Second St. (Mitchell 4949); St. IOWA ‘ 
Paul, 366 Ferdinand Ave. (Nes- se \ 
tor 2806); Eau Claire, 429 y 
Gibson St. (Tel.—9833); Chip- } 
pewa Falls, 818 High St. (Tel.— 
161); Winona, 76-78 E. 2nd St. 
(Tel.—3665); La Crosse, 417-431 
3rd (Tel. 179). 


EQUIPMENT: 29 tractors, 26 trailers, 
32 straight trucks. All company owned. 


INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000-$25- 
000 (Ins. Co. of No. Am.) .. . * Public 
Liability, $25,000-$50,000. %Property 
Damage, $5, (Royal Indemnity Co.) 
... *#Workingmen’s Comp., complete 
coverage (Employers Mutual of Wausau, 


Wis.) ... % Fidelity Bonds (Am. Bonding 
Co.). 
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car dist.; cartage; rail 
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SAN FRANCISCE cad STOCKTON ~ 


INTERSTATE OPERATIONS: 
All States 


INTRASTATE OPERATIONS: 


Idaho—Montana—Oregon 
Washington 


PROTECTION FOR C.O.D. SHIPPERS 
In the interest of the shipping public Consolidated has added 
a $1,000.00 C.O.D. Bond effective July 19, 1938, to use in con- 
nection with its participating carriers. 
This Bond is in addition to t » $10,000.00 Bond for interstate 
shippers and the $2,500.00 Bond for intrastate shippers. 
Complete protection—plus service—has always been the aim 
of Consolidated for its many satisfied shippers. 


CHICAGO BRANCH OFFICE 


2400 W. Madison St. A.H. Richards, D. F.A. Hay. 1091 


land Center on Highwey 14, 
inchuding intermediate points 


Between Medison end Coon 
Valley, including points north 
of Richlend Center on 14 


Wisconun Dells 
Portege 4 3 


as MILWAUKEE 
air . @ ij 


x 
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Rockford aS 


LOCAL SERVICES: La Crosse—Pool 


Winona—Pool car dist.; cartage. 


SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. collec- 
P. & D. included in rates. 


AGENTS FOR: Universal Carloading 
& Distributing Company. 

MEMBERS: A.T.A.; Assn. of Com.— 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul. 


REFERENCE: Dun & Bradstreet. 
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ASSOCIATIONS: 


rt WS 


Incorporated (Wash. 
Established 1918 


Cecil Gray 
Rate Agent 
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ing, Portland, Oregon. 
ba Ele Ne BRANCH OFFICES 
S CHICAGO 

‘ Seattle—1565 Sixth Ave. S 


Walla Walla—339 S. Second St. 


Lewiston—739 F St. 
siding; afhliated 


Warehouses. 
ers. Trucks, 74 van, 5 


INSURANCE: * Cargo, $ 
*Pub. Liab., 
*Pro 
POI 


of best in U. 


THE KE Y LINE 


SWEETGRASS 
SHELBY 


HAVRE 
REAT FALLS 


EWISTON 
HELENA 


National 
Louisiana Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 


Portland—100! S. E. Water Ave. 


CouleeCenter(CouleeDam, Wash.) 
Coeur d’ Alene—214 Lake Side Ave. 
EQUIPMENT: 6 tractors, 36 trail- 
open, 2 
heavy duty. All company owned. 

PO 000-$ 10,000; 
$25,000-$50,000; 
-Dam.,$5,000; Em Liab. 
S IN SPOKANE AREA not 
served by us are served by carriers 
operating from our terminal—one 
S., all under one roof. 
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PBILLINGS i 
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@SALT LAKE City 
| Hy 
DENVER 


FACTS 


POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Shipments may be 
consigned for distribution to, or in care of, Con- 
solidated Freight Lines, Inc., at points on its own 
lines. When such shipments are billed to Consolidated 
Freight Lines, Inc., for distribution to points on its 
own lines or beyond, shipper will furnish carrier with 
the distribution sheets at the time of tendering ship- 
ments. Deliveries will be made in accordance with 
the distribution sheets, for which service a charge 


KANSAS City 


AND 








Safety Council; 


Inland Motor Freight sce°ae'ne. Ss077 
SPOKANE, WASH. 


S. 110 Sheridan St. 


Teletype—94 Phone—Riverside 3194 


TARIFF AGENCY: PacificInland 
Tariff Bureau, 214 Weatherly Build- Be) 
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FIGURES 


will be made to cover cost of unloading, segregating 
and reloading. 

MEMBER: Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau; Inter- 
mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau. 
EQUIPMENT: 248 straight trucks; 122 trailers; 
26 semi-trailers; 17 tractors. 

INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,000 per truck or trailer, 
limit $50,000; $5,000 theft. Public Liability 
exceeding State and Federal Requirements. 
Property Damage, limit $50,000. 


CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT LINES, INC. 


Established 1929 
FRED C. LEIBOLD 
V.-P. in charge of traffic 


COMMON CARRIER 
PORTLAND, OREGON 


ICC Doc. No. 42487 
2029 N. W. QUIMBY ST. 
Tel. Broadway 2474 
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ACRES 


|" addition to large, modern piers, with more than 
1,000,000 square feet of covered storage space, this 
great terminal also provides vast open storage area 
sufficient to satisfy every requirement. 

In these immense yards, adjacent to piers, are accom- 
modations for the handling of rough lumber and bulky 
freight of many kinds; also more than 5,000,000 board 
feet of kiln-dried lumber can be stored in our specially 
constructed shed, the largest of its kind on the Atlantic 
Seaboard. 

Every modern lumber-handling equipment is provided. 
And our own railroad distribution yards, connecting with 
all trunk roads, enable us to route lumber to inland points 
with a minimum of handling and the very lowest cost. 

Whatever your storage and shipping requirements, 
they can be efficiently and economically met here. Pro- 
vision is made for bulk and packaged freight of every 
description. With railroad sidings on the piers, direct 


ship-to-rail transfer affords further economies. 


Detailed information and rates will be sent on request. 


With our vast facilities, both space and 
equipment, shiploads of pig iron, ore, 
steel and other bulky freight are 
handled speedily and at a saving. 


One of twenty-seven gangways 
available for lumber storage with 
direct rail connections all lines. 


Largest covered shed in the East for 
the accommodation of kiln-dried lum- 
ber. It is 1000 feet long by 92 feet 
wide, with space for millions of board 
feet. Railroad sidings, running full 
length of pier, permit economical 
transfer direct to and from ships. 


Address E. W. Stringfield, General Traffic Manager 
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PHILADELPHIA PIERS, INC. 
330 Chestnut Street -: Philadelphia 
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THE NATION’S LARGEST BUILDER OF TRUCKS 
Is Building Trucks for You 


Chevrolet builds 
more trucks than 
any other manufacturer in 
America because the nation has 
recognized their superior value 


and now demands 


Chevrolet 
trucks for the greatest number 
of its hauling jobs. 

This nation-wide demand, of 
course, is just the total demand 
of thousands upon thousands 
of truck users who have 


found in the Chevrolet a truck 


CHEVROLET MOTOR DIVISION, General Motors Sales Corporation, 


exactly suited to their needs. 


There’s a 1939 


Chevrolet for You 
. 


Designed for 
the Load — Powered 
for the Pull 
Now, for 1939, Chevrolet is in 
a position to supply the hauling 
needs of more industries and 
businesses than ever before. 
Now there are Chevrolets in 45 


models...eight different 


wheelbases .. . a wider variety 
Now 


there are Chevrolets in a still 


of factory-built bodies. 


wider range of capacity —all the 
way from speedy delivery 
trucks to massive heavy duty 
units of 14,000 pounds gross 
rating. Among them is a model 
that will fit your job—and bring 
to you the traditional Chevrolet 
values that have made Chev- 
rolet the nation’s largest builder 
of trucks. 


DETROIT, MICHIGAN 


General Motors Instalment Plan—convenient, economical monthly payments. A General Motors Value. 


MASSIVE NEW SUPREMLINE TRUCK STYLING ... COUPE-TYPE CABS ...VASTLY IMPROVED VISIBILITY © FAMOUS VALVE-IN-HEAD TRUCK ENGINE © 
POWERFUL HYDRAULIC TRUCK BRAKES (Vacuum-Power Brake Equipment optional on Heavy Duty models at additional cost) © FULL-FLOATING 
REAR AXLE on Heavy Duty models only (2-Speed Axle optional on Heavy Duty models at additional cost) 





